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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 18, 1956 


Unitep States SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:15 a. m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 41 agreed to February 21, 1955, in room 357 Senate Office Building, 
Senator John L. McClellan (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Senator 
Sam J. Ervin, Democrat, North Carolina; Senator Joseph R. Mc- 
Carthy, Republican, Wisconsin; Senator George H. Bender, Repub- 
lican, Ohio. 

Present also: Robert J. Kennedy, chief counsel; Paul J. Tierney, 
assistant counsel; James N. Juliana, counsel to the minority; Ruth Y. 
Watt, chief clerk. 

(Committee members present at this point: Senators McClellan 
and MeCarthy.) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

The Chair wishes to make this opening statement: Today the com- 
mittee commences public hearings on four schools, approved to train 
World War II and Korean war veterans, which reportedly are now 
or have been owned by Communists. It appears that these schools 
alone have received over $3 million from the United States Govern- 
ment for veterans’ tuition since 1945. It is the responsibility of this 
committee which is charged with the duty of examining into any waste 
or inefficiencies in the executive branch of the Government. 

In conformance with this responsibility, these hearings are being 
held to determine if the taxapayers’ money is actually being expended 
to train veterans at Communist-owned or at Communist-dominated 
schools. 

During the course of these hearings appropriate officials of the 
Veterans’ Administration will be heard by the subcommittee to de- 
termine why Federal funds were expended to train veterans at Com- 
munist-owned schools and if legislation is necessary or advisable to 
prevent a recurrence of this situation. 

The first witness this morning will be Mr Paul Tierney, member 
of the staff. Mr. Tierney, will you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
investigation subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Trerney. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF PAUL J. TIERNEY 


The Cuamman. Mr. Tierney you are a member of the staff of this 
investigating subcommittee ? 

Mr. Trerney. I am. 

The Cuamman. How long have you served ¢ 

Mr. Tierney. Since February 1955. 

The CHarrman. And in the course of your duties have you been 
assigned the task of making preliminary inquiry into charges that the 
Veterans’ Administration of the Federal Government has been ap- 
proving or paying tuition of veterans to schools allegedly owned by 
Communists or Communist dominated ? 

Mr. Trerney. I have. 

The Cuarmrman. Are you prepared to give the committee a report 
on the results of your preliminary investigations ¢ 

Mr. Tierney. I am, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. All right; you may proceed. 

Mr. Trerney. Generally I would like to commence with the laws 
involved, if I may, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. The Chair would like very much for you to give 
a summary, a brief summary of the statutes that authorized expendi- 
ture of public moneys for the tuition of veterans at approved schools. 

Mr. Trerney. There are four Federal laws which, among other 
things, grant educational benefits to veterans. The first of importance 
is Public Law 346 of the 78th Congress, which grants educational 
benefits to World War II veterans. This is commonly known as 
the GI bill. 

Also Public Law 16 of the 78th Congress, which grants educa- 
cational and rehabilitation benefits to disabled veterans. 

Public Law 550 of the 82d Congress grants educational benefits, 
among other things, to Korean war veterans. 

Public Law 894 of the 82d Congress extend the benefits of Public 
Law 16 to Korean war veterans. 

According to the provisions of Public Law 346, the approval of 
schools, which will train veterans, is left to the local State-approving 
agencies, customarily a local department of education. Under these 
circumstances, and it has been the Veterans’ Administration inter- 
pretation of the law, if a school is so approved, it in effect according 
to the provisions of the law must pay the veteran’s tuition who at- 
tends that school. 

The Cuarrman. Let us clear that, if we can. As I understand it, 
under that statute, if a veteran who is entitled to these educational 
benefits selects a school that is approved by the State agency, the 
State office of education or the commissioner of education, then the 
Veterans’ Administration takes the position that even though it may 
be a Communist-owned or Communist-dominated school, it is under 
obligation under the law to pay the tuition for the veteran at that 
school. 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. Do you find from your inquiry with the Veterans’ 
Administration that it has operated that way in the past? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. Proceed. 
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Senator McCartuy. Mr. Chairman, may I clarify one thing. Under 
604 the Veterans’ Administration itself approves the school; does 
it not? 

Mr. Tierney. Public Law 16, yes, Senator. Under Public Law 
16, which grants benefits for disabled veterans as distinguished from 
the ordinary veteran, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs has the 
authority to determine whether or not a particular school is proper 
and appropriate to rehabilitate a disabled veteran. 

Senator McCartuy. In other words, the Veterans’ Administration 
itself approves or disapproves where a disabled veteran is concerned, 
but where an able-bodied veteran is concerned the State body approves 
or disapproves ¢ 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. And once the State body has approved, the 
chairman brought it out, once the State body has approved, if a veteran 
wants to go to that school, the VA has no discretion whatsoever. 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

Senator McCarrny. Thank you. 

= CuatrMAN. As I understand you, you testified to Public Law 
346 first. 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. My first testimony related to Public 
Law 346. 

The CHarrman. Under that statute the Veterans’ Administration, 
according to its interpretation, has no authority and no discretion 
in the matter; it must pay the veteran’s tuition if the State approved 
the school. 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Tierney. Public Law 550 for Korean war veterans has essen- 
tially the same provisions as Public Law 346, to provide State-approv- 
ing agencies and they have the authority to approve the school. 

The CuarrmMan. Public Law 550 is the ssaiiail babel applicable to 
Korean war veterans just the same as Public Law 346 is the general 
statute applicable to World War II veterans. 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

The Catan. And the Veterans’ Administration gives Public 
Law 550 the same interpretation it gives to Public Law 346 with 
respect to its authority or discretion to refuse to pay the tuition if 
the State has approved the school. 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Tierney. There is one distinction; there is a provision -in 
Public Law 550 which is not in Public Law 346. 

The Cuarrman. What provision is that? 

Mr. Tierney. That is that the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
will not pay the tuition of a veteran attending a school on the Attorney 
General’s subversive list. 

The Cuamman. Is there some provision in the statute? 

Mr. Tierney. A specific provision in Public Law 550. 

The Cuarrman. That is the distinguishing difference between GI 
bill for Korean veterans and that for the World War II veterans? 

Mr. Tierney. That is right, Senator. 

Public Law 894, which extends the privileges of Public Law 16 
to Korean war veterans, provides that the Administrator of the Vet- 
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eran’s Affairs in effect has the authority to approve or disapprove 
a school. 

(Senator Bender entered the hearing room. ) 

The CuarrMan. Public Law 894 operates the same for Korean war 
disabled veterans as does Public Law 16 for the World War II dis- 
abled veterans? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct, merely extends benefits of Public Law 
16 to Korean war veterans. 

The Cuamman. Without any change in the provisions of the Act, 
it simply extends Public Law 16 benefits to the Korean war veterans? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. Now, I would like to discuss cer- 
tain schools which we have had under investigation. 

The Cuarmman., All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Our investigations primarily concerned with 4 
schools at this time; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

The Carman. Will you name the schools? 

Mr. Trerney. Yes, Senator. The Cartoonists & Illustrators School, 
Inc., of New York City; the Radio and Television Technical School, 
of Allentown, Pa.; the Robert Louis Stevenson School, of New York 
City ; and the California Labor School, of San Francisco, Calif. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the Cartoonists & Illustrators School, of 
New York City ? 

Mr. Trerney. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Radio and Television School, of Allentown, Pa. 

Mr. Trerney. Radio and Television Technical School. 

Mr. Krennepy. Radio Television Technical School, of Allentown, 
Pa., the California Labor School, and where is that located ? 

Mr. Trerney. San Francisco, Calif. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the Robert Louis Stevenson School ? 

Mr. Tierney. In New York City. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the 4 schools that this part of the investiga- 
tion is primarily concerned with; is that correct ? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The CHarrMan. Proceed. 

Senator Kennepy. Did he give location of the various schools? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes; he gave the city for each one. 

You made a study of each one of these schools and what benefits 
under these various provisions of the law these schools have received, 
what moneys have been expended by the Government to these schools 

Mr. Tierney That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you also made a study of the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration files and the files of these various schools to find out when 
they were certified as recipients for veterans under these various laws? 

Mr. Trerney. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you start with the Robert Louis Stevenson 
School? Now, could you start with Public Law 346 and tell the com- 
mittee when that school was approved under Public Law 346? 

Mr. Tierney. School was approved under Public Law 346 by the 
New York State Board of Education in November 1946. 

Mr. Kennepy. And when was it approved under Public Law 16? 
That is November 1946. When was it approved for Public Law 16? 

Mr. Tierney. The initial contract between the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration and the school was in September 1946. 
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Mr. Kennepy. September 1946. Now, how long did the approval 
for Public Law 16 go on? 

Mr. Trerney. Until June 30, 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. June 30, 1947. And then was there approval under 
Public Law 550? 

Mr. Tierney. No. There was not because the investigation of this 
school was confined to that period, particularly to that period when it 
was under the ownership of Dr. Annette T. Rubinstein. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did her ownership terminate? 

Mr. Tierney. June 1952. 

Mr. Kennepy. So we were primarily concerned with its approval 
during the dates 1945 until June 1952 when she sold the school ; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. During that period of time how much money was 
expended by the Government to the school under these various laws? 

Mr. TrerNey. During that period of time from 1946 until 1952 total 
of $2,081,397.96 was paid to the school for training veterans under 
Public Law 846 and Public Law 16. 

(Senator Bender left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. On the California Labor School, that was approved 
for Public Law 346 on what date ? 

Mr. Trerney. It was approved on October 8, 1945, by the California 
Board of Education. 

Mr. Kennepy. October 8, 1945. 

Mr. Tierney. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it approved for Public Law 16? 

Mr. TrerNey. Yes; it was approved for Public Law 16 effective 
May 6, 1946. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the approval withdrawn on both of these laws, 
under both of these laws ? 

Mr. Trerney. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you give the dates for those ? 

Mr. Trerney. The approval of the California State Board of Edu- 
cation was canceled on July 27, 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. July 27,1947. What about Public Law 16? 

Mr. Trerney. Public Law 16, the contract ran until August 17, 1946. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now has the California Labor School since been put 
on the Attorney General’s list as a subversive organization ? 

Mr. Trerney. It has been; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us the date which that school was put 
on the list? 

Mr. Trerney. The best date I have on that is approximately April 
i948, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. From a review of the records available to you, you 
have found they made a study of the school during the period of the 
Second World War and for these periods 1946 and 1947; is that cor- 
rect ? 

Mr. Trerney. I didn’t understand that question. 

Mr. Kennepy. In order to place this school on the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s list, they made a study of the school and the teachings of the 
school to find out whether it was a subversive organization, during 
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Second World War and for the 2 or 3 years after World War IT; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. é 

Mr. Kennepy. We were paying to this school money during a pare 
of time in which it was a subversive organization ; is that correct 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Can you give the total amount paid to the schoo] 
during that time at this point? 

Mr. Tierney. Yes, sir. It was $196,947.55 for both subsistence and 
tuition for veterans attending the school. 

The Cuarmman. Total amount paid. 

Mr. Tierney. Yes; $196,947.55. 

Senator McCarrny. They were actually conducting Communist 
classes in the school out there? 

Mr. Tierney. I am not ina position to testify to that, Senator. 

Senator McCarrny. Is that the information you have? 

Mr. Trerney. It is my understanding; yes. 

Senator McCarry. And while they were conducting Communist 
classes the United States Government was paying the money ? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

The CHarMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were put on the Attorney General’s list as a 
subversive organization; isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Tierney. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. For an organization that taught and advocated the 
forceful overthrow of the Government? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was during this period of 1946, and 1947, when 
the Government was paying money to students to go to the school ? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now could you give us the information on the Radio 
and Television School of Allentown, Pa? 

Mr. Trerney. The Radio and Television Technical School of Allen- 
town, Pa., was approved to train veterans under Public Law 346 by 
the department of public instruction at Harrisburg, Pa., on July 1, 
1949. 

Mr. Kennepy. July 1, 1949. 

Mr. Trerney. Yes. It was approved to train veterans under Public 
Law 550, on September 8, 1952. The school continues to be approved 
to train veterans under both of these laws and is training them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it also approved for training veterans under 
Public Law 16? 

Mr. Trerney. Yes; it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that approval ? 

Mr. Tierney. It was initially in December 1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it still training veterans under Public Law 16? 

Mr. Trerney. It is still training veterans under Public Law 16. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money has been spent by the Government 
in this school, the Radio and Television Technical School of Allen- 
town ¢ 

Mr. Tierney. Total of $215,523.26. Broken down, this is $101,- 
706.13 under Public Law 346. 

Mr. Kennepy. $101,706.13 under Public Law—— 
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Mr. Tierney. 346. Under Public Law 550, $109,764.82 and under 
Public Law 16, $4,052.31. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now that school is still in operation ? 

Mr. Tierney. It is. 

Mr. Kennepy. And still has veterans under Public Law 346 and 
Public Law 16; is that correct ? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct, and Public Law 550. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, on the Cartoonists and Illustrators School of 
New York City-— 

Mr. Tierney. By the way, presently the record shows there is one 
Public Law 16 veteran in the school at the present time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Only one Public Law 16 veteran at this Radio and 
Television Technical School ? 

Mr. Trerney. As of October 13, 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you give me the information on the Cartoonists 
and Illustrators School ¢ 

Mr. Tierney. Cartoonists and Illustrators School was licensed by 
the New York State Board of Education on August 20, 1947, and 
approved to train veterans under Public Law 346 on September 30, 
1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approved September 30, 1947 ¢ 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. The initial contract under Public 
Law 16 was in September 1947. There are at present 13 Public Law 
16 veterans still at the Cartoonists and Illustrators School. It was 
approved to train veterans under Public Law 550 by the New York 
State Board of Education on September 19, 1952. The school con- 
tinues to be approved to train veterans under Public Laws 346 and 550. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee how much money has 
been expended at those schools ? 

Mr. Trerney. The total of $1,176,712.60 has been given the school 
or paid to the school under all laws involved. 

Broken down it is $956,627.76 under Public Laws 346 and 16, and 
$202,084.86 under Public Law 550. 

The CuarrmMan. May I inquire, do you know how many GI students 
there are at the school at the present time, the approximate number? 

Mr. Trerney. At the present time I think, as of October 31, 1955, 
Mr. Chairman, there are a total of 278 students at the school. 

The Cuatrman. 278 as of that date? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The CuatrMan. Those are GI’s being trained there? 

Mr. Trerney. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I was not speaking of any other students. 

Mr. Tierney. These are veterans. 

The Cuatrman. That we are not interested in. These are all vet- 
erans, this 278 as of that date? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

(Senator Ervin entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the total enrollment in the school ? 

Mr. Tierney. The veterans comprise about 46 percent. I don’t 
have the exact figures on total enrollment, but we can arrive at it 
from that percentage. 

Mr. Kennepy. at about the Radio Television and Technical 
School of Allentown, Pa. How many veterans are being trained there 
at the present time? 
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Mr. Tierney. As of October 31, 1955, there were a total of 115 
veterans. 

The CuarrmMan. 115 as of October 31, 1955? 

Mr. Trerney. As of October 31, 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the total enrollment of that school? 

Mr. Trerney. It is approximately 130 or 135. The veterans com- 
prise about 83 percent of the total students there. 

The CHarrmMan. Any questions ? 

Senator McCarruy. One or two. 

In your investigations did you come across evidence to the effect that 
in 1945 the Communist Party ordered the setting up of these schools 
in order to get funds for the Communist Party ? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I had no evidence, received no evidence, that these 
schools were so set up, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. You did not get my question. Did one of the 
witnesses, a former member of the Communist Party, tell you that the 
Communist Party ordered the setting up of schools to train GI’s in 
order to get funds for the party ? 

Mr. Tierney. I was told that; that is correct. 

Senator McCarruy. You were told that by someone considered 
reliable ? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair may say we hope to produce the witness 
before these hearings are over. 

Senator McCarruy. I asked the question because I thought there 
was some uncertainty about being able to produce the witness. 

The Cuamman. Allright. You have a number of documents, have 
you, to support the statements you have made? 

Mr. Trerney. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuartrman. In order to expedite it, they are on file with the 
committee / 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. And such of those documents as may be pertinent 
in support of your testimony will be inserted in the appendix of the 
record and you may number those documents and submit them to the 
clerk for inclusion in the record. 

Mr. Tierney. Thank you, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions? 

Thank you very much, Mr. Tierney. 

Who is our next witness ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. John Huber. 

The CHarmman. Is Mr. John Huber in the room ? 

Mr. Huber, will you be sworn? You do solemnly swear that the 
evidence you shall give before this Senate Investigating Committee 
shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Huser. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN J. HUBER 


The Cuatrman. Will you havea seat? State your name, your resi- 
dence, and occupation. 


1 See pt. 2, appendix, supplemental data, pp. 114-180. 
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Mr. Huser. My name is John J. Huber. I live in New York City. 
I am employed by the newspaper, the New York Journal American. 

The Cuatrman. If you can speak a little louder, please ! 

Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. I believe you are more familiar 
with what the witness will testify to. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is difficult to hear you, Mr. Huber. Will you 
please speak louder. . ; 

Mr. Huber, you joined the Communist Party back in 1939; did you? 

Mr. Huser. I did, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee in a louder voice the 
circumstances under which you joined the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Huper. Yes, sir. At that time I was working in the Procure- 
ment Division of WPA. In my section, which was about 20 em- 
ployees, most of them were Communists. And my superior called 
me over and asked me why I am associating with these Communists. 
I told him TI didn’t know what a Communist was. He asked me 
if I minded if he spoke to his superior officer about this, and I said 
he could. So he went to Gen. Hugh Drum, who was in charge of 
the Second Corps Area in New York, and Gen. Hugh Drum sent for 
me and told me what a patriotic service I could do for my country 
if IT would join the Communist Party and report to the FBI what I 
found there. 

A week later I went to General Drum and I accepted. He sent 
me with my WPA superior to the FBI and I accepted their terms. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you joined the Communist Party at the request 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation back in 1939, is that correct? 

Mr. Hoser. That is right. A month later I joined the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this was after conversations you had with 
General Drum who then made arrangements for you to visit with 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation and thereupon you joined the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You remained in the Communist Party until 1947? 

Mr. Huser. October 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. October 1947 and during that whole period of time 
were you periodically making reports to the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. AERA. Those reports were often in written form, is that 
correct { 

Mr. Huser. Typewritten, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Typewritten form. At this present time you have 
some summaries of those reports that you made, is that correct ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, while you were a member of the Communist 
Party to what particular section were you attached ? 

Mr. Huser. I was attached to two sections, I was attached to the 
waterfront section from 1939 to 1942 and from 1942 to 1947 at the 
Unity Center and James Connelly Branch of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time did you have occasion 
to know Dr. Annette Rubinstein ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell us the circumstances under which you 
knew Dr. Annette Rubinstein ? 

Mr. Huser. I was introduced to her in 1939 by a person named 
Charlotte Honig. After we left Annette Rubinstein I asked Char- 
lotte Honig if she was a member of the party. She said she was. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is very difficult to hear. Speak slower and raise 
your voice, please. I know it is difficult. 

Could you tell us again how you met Dr. Annette Rubinstein ? 

Mr. Huser. I was introduced to Dr. Annette Rubinstein by Char- 
lotte Honig. After we left I 

Mr. Kennepy. Is Charlotte Honig a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, she was. Charlotte Honig is the person who re- 
cruited me into the Communist Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. Continue. 

Mr. Huser. After I left Annette Rubinstein I asked Charlotte 
Honig was she a member of the party and Charlotte Honig told me 
she was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have occasion to meet Annette Rubinstein 
after that ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, Annette Rubinstein was chairlady of the Amer- 
ican Peace Mobilization and in June 1941, when that organization 
folded because Germany attacked Russia, a cocktail party was held at 
Annette Rubinstein’s school. They invited me there to serve drinks. 

The Cuarrman. What was the name of the school? 

Mr. Huser. The Robert Louis Stevenson School. 

The CuamrmMan. Robert Louis Stevenson School ? 

Mr. Huser. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did that organization fold up, the American 
Peace Mobilization ¢ 

Mr. Huper. Because Germany invaded Russia or attacked Russia 
at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the American Peace Mobilization Committee a 
Communist front organization ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was it doing up until June 1941, what policy 
was it advocating? 

Mr. Huser. Stay out of war. 

Mr. Kennepy. After Germany invaded the Soviet Union did it 
change its position ? 

Mr. Huser. Then it became a people’s war. 

Mr. Kennepy. Became a people’s war? 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. It changed its position about staying out of war? 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was why the committee was dissolved ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand this American Peace Mobiliza- 
tion has been cited by the Attorney General as a subversive organiza- 
tion? : 

Mr. Huser. It has, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. Could you give us any of the other circumstances 
under which you saw Dr. Annette Rubinstein ? 
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Mr. Huser. Dr. Annette Rubinstein was a member of the James 
Connelly Branch of the Communist Party, the branch I was attached 
to. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you know that? 

Mr. Huser. The membership director and I sent out notices for the 
next meeting that was coming up and I had the membership list here 
and Annette Rubinstein and her sister or mother I am not sure which, 
Jean Rubinstein, were both members of the James Connelly Branch 
of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had occasion, or there were times when you saw 
the membership list of the James Connelly Branch of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Huser. I saw the membership list every week. 

Mr. Kennepy. Every week you saw it and on that list the name of 
Dr. Annette Rubinstein appeared ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And a relation by the name of Jean Rubinstein ¢ 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any other meetings at Robert Louis 
Stevenson School, just this one meeting you spoke of ? 

Mr. Huser. That is all, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand or know that she was the sole 
proprietor of the Robert Louis Stevenson School, sole owner ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. What other contacts or work did you have with 
Annette Rubinstein that confirmed other information that you have 
already given with respect to her Communist affiliation ? 

Mr. Huser. I met her quite frequently. I met her at the Jefferson 
School of Social Science where she taught a class, I met her at the 
Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee and National Council of 
American-Soviet Friendship. I met her at the Council for African 
Affairs and Committee for Far Eastern Affairs. 

The Carman. All Communist front groups? 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Was she the leader in any of those groups? 

Mr. Huser. She stood out; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever have an conversations with her di- 
rectly as to her work in the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Huser. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. She was one of the leaders of the section to which 
you belonged under the Communist front organization being spon- 
sored and supported by that section ¢ 

Mr. Huser. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is this a pamphlet that you have furnished to the 
committee on the Jefferson School of Social Science [handing pam- 
phlet to witness | ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Dr. Rubinstein’s name appears in there as a 
teacher at the Jefferson School of Social Science? It is alphabetic. 
Page 77. 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

‘ = Kennepy. That is for the September-December fall term. of 
9 
Mr. Huser. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that we have 
been trying over a period of the past week to serve Dr. Annette 
Rubinstein with a subpena to appear before the committee and have 
not been able to locate her and nobody seems to know where she has 
disappeared. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair will make this statement: She will be 
an important witness before this hearing is concluded if it is possible 
for her to be served with a subpena and brought here. So we are not 
asking you to give any testimony that she will not have a complete 
opportunity to refute if she can refute it. So whatever information 
you have, give it. 

All right, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. The Jefferson School of Social Science has been 
placed on the Attorney General’s list, is that correct ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; it has. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were only members of the Communist Party 
allowed to teach there, do you know, do you have any information on 
that ? 

Mr. Huser. No; I haven’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. During the period of time in which you were a 
member of the Communist Party, did you also see Mr. Burne Hogarth 
at meetings of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; I first met Burne Hogarth in 1944 at a closed 
Communist Party hearing of James Connelly branch of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that a closed Communist Party meeting? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; it was. 


Mr. Kennepy. In your notes do you mention Mr. Hogarth? 

Mr. Huprr. Yes, sir; I do. 

The Cuarrman. May I inquire, these things that you are testifying 
to, as I understand at the time of their occurrence or your securing the 
information, you apeig | reported it to the FBI? 


Mr. Huser. The next day, sir. 

The Cuamman. The next day. 

Mr. Hoser. That is right. 

The Cuatmrman. You have copies or excerpts from those reports in 
your possession now ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; I have. 

The Cuatrman. Reports made at the time? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. And not compiled since from memory ? 

Mr. Huser. No, sir. 

(Senator Bender entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a report of Friday, November 10, 1944, 
that there were 4 members of the Unity Center? 

Mr. Huser. November 10, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. November 10. Do you have a reference to Burne 
Hogarth ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you read us the reference you have there? 

Mr. Huser. Friday, November 10, 1944, Goldie Young told me 
that the West Side Council of Religious and Civic Organization is 
giving a concert at Carnegie Hall December 17. It will put out a 
journal for this concert. Unity Center members will be offered 50 
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percent for any advertisements they get for it. This will be called 
to attention of membership at our next meeting. At present all 
members of the yaaa Center are active on the executive committee of 
the organization. They are Bernard Weller, Aaron Harris, Goldie 
Young, and Burne Hogarth. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the Unity Center? 

Mr. Huser. Unity Center of the Commanpeniti Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. A section of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Huser. The branch of the West Side section of the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. Similar to what James Connelly was? 

Mr. Huser. There is a section and then there are several branches 
attached to that section. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was the unit section ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Tuesday, January 9, you have a reference to 
Burne Hogarth as being nominated for a position from the Unity 
Center, Tuesday, January 9? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you just read the reference to Burne Hogarth ? 

Mr. Huser. The following nominations were made, Goldie Young 
for club president, Beatrice Weiss for vice president, Bernard Weller 
for vice president, Aaron Harris for administrative secretary, Betty 
Aiken for membership director, Valerie Robinson for educational di- 
rector, Sarah Alstein for financial secretary, Burne Hogarth for mass 
organization representative. 

Mr. Kennepy. Those people were to be officers in this section of 
the Communist Party; is that correct ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. May I inquire if there were any other nominations ? 

Mr. Huser. No, sir; there wasn’t. 

The CuatrmMan. As I understand it, they operate a one-party system 
in the Communist apparatus; is that correct ? 

Mr. Huser. They certainly do, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On Tuesday, January 30, 1945, do your notes show 
Burne Hogarth was elected ? 

Mr. Huser. January 30? Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your notes show he was elected to what position ? 
Just read the position to which he was elected. 

Mr. Huner. I have here members at large, Aaron Harris, Al Davis, 
and Burne Hogarth were elected. Elections to the county council 
were Goldie Young, Valerie Robinson, Burne Hogarth, Bernard 
Weller, and Reuben Ornstein. 

Senator McCartty. Is this the same, Mr. Counsel, this is the same 
Burne Hogarth who owns one-half of the Cartoonists and Illustrators 
School ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. May I ask the witness, have you seen Burne Ho- 
garth here at this hearing? 

Mr. Huser. I think I saw him yesterday, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You saw him yesterday. Here in the building? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 


72601—56—»pt. 13 
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The Cuairman. That is the same Burne Hogarth of whom you are 
speaking ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isthis the ballot of the election June 30, 1945? 

Mr. Huser. Yes; this isa ballot. I took 3 or 4 of these at the time 
and submitted one to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, kept one, 
and marked one and voted. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is just one list of candidates; is that right? 

Mr. Huser. That is all there is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Burne’s name appears ? 

Mr. Huser. It appears in two places on their ballot. For a member 
at large and for the county council. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does his name appear as Burne Hogarth, just Burne, 


or 

Mr. Huner. Burne, B-u-r-n-e. All of the names, we only used first 
names in the party, very seldom second names. 

The Cuatrman. Is that a copy or one of the original ballots? 

Mr. Huser. This is what we voted on, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That was prepared at the time? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. That was a document, a ballot used at the time 
that you voted ¢ 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. That is the original? 

Mr. Huser. That is the oor 

The Cuarrman. It is not a typewritten copy ? 

Mr. Huser.. No, sir; it is not. 

The CuHarrMan. It is one you secured at that time and have ever 
since retained ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

The CHatrman. At the same time you provided the FBI with one 
of those ballots ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That may be made exhibit 1 to the wit- 
ness’ testimony, if you want to keep it the committee will make a photo- 
stat of it and return it to you. 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

(A copy of exhibit No. 1 will be found in the appendix on p. 78.) 

Senator Benprer. May I ask a question? 

The CHarrman. Senator Bender. 

Senator Benper. What are these characters doing for a living now? 
What is their work? 

Mr. Huser. Which ones? 

Senator Benper. The names you mentioned, these officers. 

Mr. Huser. They all work for a living, sir. 

Senator Benper. They all work but where do they work? 

Mr. Huser. At different occupations. 

Senator Bennrr. They are not all engaged in the school business? 

Mr. Houser. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. On your notes of March 19, 1945—— 

Mr. Houser. Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. It shows a new Communist controlled organization 
was to be formed in the upper West Side. 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kewnnepy. Is that correct? And that it would be named the 
West Side Legislative Conference ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And temporary headquarters should be at the Robert 
Louis Stevenson School ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. 246 West 80th Street. 

Mr. Huser. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And one of the names of the executive committee 
was Burne Hogarth ¢ 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was to be executive secretary and Dr. Annette 
Rubinstein was to be the representative from the West Side Child 
Care Council ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have other notes there, a number of other ref- 
erences to Mr. Burne Hogarth, is that correct, similar to the ones 
we have discussed already in connection with his work for the Unity 
Center ? 

Mr. Huser. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. May I inquire whether a copy of your notes has 
been made available to this committee? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The committee has a copy of them? 

Mr. Huser. I think they have, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Those notes will be retained on file by the com- 
mittee for reference. They will not be made a part of the record at 
this time. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. While you were a member of the Communist Party, 
Mr. Burne Hogarth took an active part in Communist Party affairs, 
is that correct 

Mr. Huser. Quite active, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That finishes with him. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions! 

Senator Benver. I would like to ask you if you are familiar—maybe 
you testified to this—do you know this Cartoonists and Illustrators 
School? You know it is in existence? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir; at 23d and 2d Avenue in New York City. 

Senator Benpver. How large a student body did they have? 

Mr. Huser. Since I passed there at school time at the beginning 
of the class, there is quite a number of people moving from the subway 
station down to the school. 

Senator Benper. And is the school generally known as being oper- 
ated by known Communists? . 

Mr. Huser. No, sir. 

Senator Benpver. It is not? 

Mr. Huser. No, sir. 
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Senator Benper. You would not know anything about the Veterans’ 
Administration, how they happened to have approved a school of this 
kind operated by Communists? 

Mr. Huser. No, sir. 

Senator Benper. You are not conversant with that? 

Mr. Huser. No, sir. 

Senator Benver. I am just wondering if these Republicans operat- 
ing the Veterans’ Administration, whether they amended the ways 
of the Administration or whether they are still approving the school 
that is known to be communistic. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair may say to the Senator in an effort 
to be helpful, under 2 laws, 2 public laws with respect to the GI bill 
of rights for World War II and Korean veterans, under 2 of the 
acts the Veterans’ Administration does not approve but it accepts, 
and contends it has no discretion in the matter, that it has to accept 
the approval of the State agencies and State governments. 

Senator Benper. I am sure the chairman, however, who voted for 
both these laws which I, myself, did will say that certainly the Veter- 
ans’ Administration can use its own discretion. Certainly if it would 
investigate before it invests the taxpayers’ money and find a school 
is controlled or owned, or partially dominated by Communists, then it 
has the discretion not to use that school and certainly has the obliga- 
tion to see to it that Government money is not used in this fashion. 

The CHamMan. I would agree with the Senator whole-heartedly 
if he or I were administering the veterans’ program, we would try 
to see to it that nothing like this occurred. 

However, the Veterans’ Administration contends it has no discre- 
tion, and one of the outcomes of this inquiry may be that we will 
initiate legislation to make certain that it does have the authority and 
is compelled to use the discretion. 

Senator McCartuy. May I ask Mr. Tierney one question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. I don’t believe Senator Bender was in here. 
This school he was discussing as of last October 31 had an enrollment 
of 278 veterans the Veterans’ Administration was paying tuition for. 

Senator McCarruy. May I ask Mr. Tierney one question in this 
connection ? 

Mr. Tierney, in the course of your investigation did you find that 
the Veterans’ Administration has made any attempt to find out 
whether or not the schools being attended by veterans were Commu- 
nist-dominated ? 

Mr. Tierney. It is my understanding that the Veterans’. Admin- 
istration does not have facilities to really investigate cases, and when 
it does get information it usually comes from outside sources. 

Mr. Kennepy. It has no arrangements therefore to look into a 
school when it is about to grant approval or the State grants approval 
to find out whether they are oath by Communists? 

Mr. Trerney. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. If they get information of that sort that just comes 
in by chance, is that correct? 

Mr. Trerney. That is my understanding. 

The Cramman, It is also my understanding from your investiga- 
tion, of course we will have the Veterans’ Administration officials 
up here, that even though they have a strong suspicion or are con- 
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vinced themselves that it is a Communist-dominated school, they still 
feel under the law they have no discretion if it was approved by the 
State agency, is that correct ? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct, that they must, that they feel all 
they can do under the circumstances is subsinit the evidence they re- 
ceived to the State agency. 

The Cuamman. If the State agency takes no action they claim they 
are helpless to act under the existing statutes ? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Any futher questions of this witness ? 

Senator McCarruy. I might say the thing I can’t understand is 
this: The Veterans’ Administration does have complete discretion in- 
sofar as Public Law 16 is concerned, this investigation started 2 years 
ago, they still are paying tuition for students under Public Law 16 
to these Communist schools. They could have knocked off the Public 
Law 16 students when our investigation started; I think it started 
about how long ago? 

Mr. Kennepy. About 2 years ago. 

The Cuatrman. Of course this investigation will undertake to dis- 
close and expose the position of the Veterans’ Administration as well. 
That is one of the primary purposes, to get them up here to give their 
explanation of it. 

Any other questions ? 

Senator McCarruy. I might say for the record so there is no ques- 
tion about it, I have the highest respect for Dr. Higley, who is head 
of the Veterans’ Administration, I am sure when this is brought to 
his attention he will do something about it. 

Senator Benper. I would like on the record to pay my respects to 
Dr. Higley, too. However, I know his family and I happen to know 
him personally and even though he comes from our home State of 
Wisconsin, many of his family live in Cleveland and have lived in 
Cleveland. However, I think Dr. Higley will be very happy to learn 
of these derelictions and will endeavor to do something about them. 

Senator McCarrny. I am sure he will. When I was chairman, Dr. 
Higley’s organization cooperated completely and I assume it is still 
cooperating ; isn’t it? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. If there are no other questions, thank 
you very much, Mr. Huber. 

Mr. Huser. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. McGuire, Lieutenant McGuire, will you come 
around, please. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate Investigating Subcommittee shall be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. I do. 

The Caarrman. Will you state your name and place of residence 
and your occupation, please, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS McGUIRE 


Lieutenant McGuire. Thomas McGuire, 240 Center Street, New 
York City, acting lieutenant, police department, city of New York. 
The CHarrman. All right, Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 
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Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been with the police department, 
Lieutenant ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. Fifteen and a half years. 

Mr. Kennepy. At one point when you first came with the police 
department, did it request that you join the Communist Party? 

Lieutenant McGume. They did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what procedure you followed to 
join the Communist Party and report to the police department ? 

Lieutenant McGume. I proceeded to purchase the Daily Worker, 
read it, and ascertain the present policy of the Communist Party as 
reflected in that or. gan. I then mingled with groups in Union Square 
and then I moved uptown and joined the Peace Association known as 
the Columbus Peace Association. I became active in the affairs of 
that group and subsequent to that was invited to join the Communist 
Party. 

The Cuamman. Suspend a moment. Are these photographers de- 
tracting from your concentration ¢ 

Lieutenant McGuire. They don’t bother me. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. What date was that, what period of time? 

Lieutenant McGuire. The latter part of 1940 I commenced this 
activity. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then were you asked to join, to become a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Lieutenant McGutre. I was asked to join. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you join? 

Lieutenant McGurrr. I joined the latter part of 1940. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long did you remain in that party? 

Lieutenant McGurrr. I remained a member of the Communist 
Party until 1942. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time did the Communist Party learn 
that you were actually reporting to the police department or had 
information ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. They ascertained that I was an investigator 
and my usefulness was ended at that point. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time did you make reports to 
the police department on the activities of the Communist Party ? 

Lieutenant McGutre. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. And those reports, do you have copies of those re- 
ports with you at this time? 

Lieutenant McGume. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now do those reports reflect that Mr. Silas Rhodes 
was also a member of the Communist Party during this period of time? 

Lieutenant-McGume. Yes; they would tend to reflect in that di- 
rection. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have a reference to Mr. Silas Rhodes in your 
reports of Tuesday, December 9, 1941? 

Lieutenant McGuire. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you read to the committee that reference? 

The Carman. Spell it, please. 

Mr. Kewnnepy. R-h-o-d-e-s. He is part owner of Cartoonists & 
Tllustrators School and a teacher at the Robert Louis Stevenson School. 
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Lieutenant McGuire. The report is dated Tuesday, December 9, 
1941, 11 p. m. Communist Party Branch meeting, 117 West 81st 
Street, first floor, home of Ruth Jean Halpert. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you read the reference just to Silas Rhodes 
that you have in your report? 

Lieutenant McGuire (reading) : 

At this meeting it was announced that Si Rhodes, a Communist, was to enlist 
in the Navy, a party is to be held in his honor. Twenty people were present. 
All agreed to enlist as air-raid wardens and auxiliary firefighters. I was in- 
formed by a Communist at this meeting, Bob Stanley, leader of the American 
Labor Party, Seventh Assembly District of a meeting to be held next night con- 
cerning the Irish people. All present were Communists, he informed me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now on January 5, 1942, do you have another refer- 
ence to Silas Rhodes? 

Lieutenant McGuire. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy Would you read that? 

The CuarrMan. Just one interruption,if Imay. At that time when 
he so informed you that all present were Communists, he was himself 
a Communist and accepting and recognizing you as a Communist, and 
as a conversation of one Communist with another ? 

Lieutenant McGume. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. In confidence? 

Lieutenant McGutee. In a Communist Party meeting. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. On January 5, 1942, do you have—— 

Lieutenant McGuire. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you read to the committee the reference that 
you have to Silas Rhodes? 

Lieutenant McGuire. On January 5, 1942, it reads as follows: 

I did meet Silas Rhodes, who informed me he had enlisted in the United States 
Marines and that he was scheduled to leave for induction on January 23. He 
told me he was seeking to change his status to secure a position as ensign in 
the United States Navy where he could have some influence over ¢ greater 
number of men. The Communist Party was to hold a farewell party for him. 

The Cuarmman. As I understand from that, the import of your 
report of that time was he told you he was trying to get in a better 
position in the Navy so he could have more influence over a larger 
number of men. 

Lieutenant McGuire. That is my recollection as refreshed at this 
time. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now in your reports do you have a physical descrip- 
tion of Silas Rhodes? 

Lieutenant McGume. I do. I first met him on approximately Jan- 

uary 4, 1941, and at that time I described him as teliows: 
S. Rhodes, 41 West 82d Street, Manhattan, called doctor. He probably has some 
degree. He speaks like an educated person. He is 5 feet 8 inches, weight 145 
pounds. He is dark featured, brown hair, brown full eyebrows, short brown- 
ish mustache, wavy hair, brown eyes, short medium build, features are slightly 
angular, nose slightly convex, Jewish. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yesterday were you able to pick out Dr. Silas Rhodes 
from a group of people? 

Lieutenant McGuire. I recognized him, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there a difference in that description other 
than as written here? 
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Lieutenant McGuire. He has no mustache at the present time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there other references in your notes to Silas 
Rhodes? 

Lieutenant McGuire. Yes, I met him on a number of occasions. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with various Communist-front or- 
ganization meetings? 

Lieutenant McGutre. In connection with, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. What particular organization ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. I met him principally in connection with the 
activities of the American Peace Mobilization. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you also meet Dr. Annette Rubinstein at these 
meetings ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did these meetings take place a number of different 
times ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. They did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there delegations sent to Washington and to 
Chicago? 

Lieutenant McGuire. There were. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did Silas Rhodes take part in some of those 
delegations ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. He did. He took part in all the activities, 
I am not certain whether he went to Chicago or Washington. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if he went to Washington for the 
American Peace Mobilization? Does one of your reports reflect you 
met him at the railroad station when he returned from Washington 

Lieutenant McGurre. No, that is not correct. He went with me 
to the station to meet the incoming delegates from Washington. 

Mr. Kennepy. I see. 

On January 6, 1941, do your reports reflect there was a meeting 
of this organization at the Robert Louis Stevenson School? 

Lieutenant McGuire. They do reflect that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you refer to those reports and do they also 
reflect that Burne Hogarth and Annette Rubinstein attended this 
meeting ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. They do reflect that Dr. Annette Rubinstein 
was present but they do not reflect that the other person was there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Silas Rhodes. 

Lieutenant McGuire. Silas Rhodes was present. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is what I meant. Silas Rhodes and Annette 
Rubinstein were present at this meeting? 

Lieutenant McGuire. They were. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the Robert Louis Stevenson School? 

Lieutenant McGuire. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the purpose of this meeting? 

The Cuatrman. What was that meeting? 

Lieutenant McGuire. To indicate to the people of the neighborhood 
reports of the delegates to the American Peace Mobilization who had 
gone to Washington to importune the Representatives and Senators 
to not participate in any lend-lease or any activities in defense at 
that time. 

(Senators Bender and Ervin left the hearing room.) 

The Cuatrman. They were trying to prevent the United States 
from cooperating with the countries that were in war with Germany 
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Lieutenant McGuie. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And thereafter when Germany invaded Russia, 
attacked Russia, did you find any change in the attitude of this group, 
these persons you mentioned ? 

Lieutenant McGuire. Yes, I did. 

The Caiman. Will you describe it? 

Lieutenant McGume. Well, in both the Communist Party of which 
I was a member at that time, and the American Peace Mobilization, 
both of them simultaneously upon the breaking out of war between 
Germany and Russia changed their policy and characterized the war 
as the previous speaker did, as no leaner an imperialist war but a 
a s war and they thereupon urged “complete participation in all 
defense activities. 

The Carman. Were those things discussed in these meetings you 
have referred to? I am talking about their first attitude. 

Lieutenant McGuire. Yes, it was. 

The CrairMan. In opposition to our Government’s supporting the 
Allies. 

Lieutenant McGuire. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. But thereafter do you know of your own personal 
knowledge this same group, those to whom you referred, changed 
their whole attitude about it? 

Lieutenant McGutre. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Will you please view the audience and see whether you recognize 
Mr. Rhodes, the person about whom you have been talking, present 
here this morning ? 

Lieutenant MoGuire. Facing in the direction of the chair in the 
second row, the second gentleman from the left. 

The Cuatrman. I beg your pardon. 

Lieutenant McGute. To indicate more accurately, this gentleman 
| pointing]. 

The CuAamman. You may proceed. Are there any questions? 

Thank you very much, Lieutenant. You may stand aside for the 
present. 

(Senator Ervin entered the hearing room.) 

The CHarrman. Mr. Silas Rhodes, will you come around, please, 
sir. 

Mr. Ruopes. May I have the lights off ? 

The Cuairrman. The lights will be turned off. 

Mr. Ruopes. No photographs. 

The Cuamman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you 
shall give before this Senate Investigating Subcommittee shall be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mr. Ruopes. I do. 

The CuarrmMan. Have a seat. 


TESTIMONY OF SILAS RHODES 


Mr. Ruopes. May I read a brief statement ? 

The CHatrman. Just a moment. Mr. Rhodes, do you obj ect to 
the photographers taking pictures of you while you are testifying ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I think—I do believe I would be disturbed. 


72601—56—pt. 1-4 
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The Cuatrman. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Ruopes. I would be disturbed. 

The Cuamman. All right. The photographers will refrain from 
taking pictures while the witness is testifying. 

Mr. Rhodes, will you first state your name, your address, and your 
present occupation, for the record. 

Mr. Ruopes. Silas Rhodes, New York City, director of the Car- 
toonists and Illustrators School. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Rhodes, you have present with you an attorney 
of your choice, have you? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Will the attorney please identify himself for the 
record. 

Mr. Aversacu. William A-u-e-r-b-a-c-h, member of the New York 
bar. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rhodes, you appeared before the committee yesterday in exec- 
utive session ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaimman. At that time you were advised the nature of these 
hearings ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You heard the Chair read a statement this morn- 
ing as to the purpose of the hearings, did you ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Your counsel was also present yesterday in execu- 
tive session ? 

(The witness nodded affirmatively.) 

The Cuartrman. It is assumed counsel is familiar with the rules 
of the committee with respect to his presence and rights he has to 
advise you if you require it, or desire it with respect to any legal 
rights you may have. Counsel is not to instruct you how to answer 
questions. 

Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Ruopes. May I read my statement ? 

The CuarrmMan. Have you filed a statement with the committee? 

Mr. Ruopes. It was rather difficult since you told me at almost 3 
o'clock yesterday I would be here. 

The Cuatrman. You had a subpena quite some time before that 
and you know the committee requires a statement to be filed with the 
committee 24 hours in advance. You may submit your statement to 
the committee now if you desire and we will examine it and I will 
submit the matter to the committee as to whether it is proper for you to 
read it at any time during the proceedings. In the meantime, we will 
proceed and the members of the committee will have the opportunity 
to examine the statement. 

Do you have extra copies of the statement, Mr. Rhodes, so that all 
members of the committee may see it ? 

(The witness supplied copies of his statement.) 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Rhodes, will you give us your place and date 
of birth? ‘ 

Mr. Ruopes. September 15, 1915, New York City. 
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Mr. Kennepy. New York City. And could you tell us where you 
went to school ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I am not certain whether I was a regular attendant 
at. kindergarten or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. I didn’t ask you that. You must have misunder- 
stood me. I asked you where you went to school. I didn’t ask you 
whether you regularly attended kindergarten. 

Mr. Ruopes. Public School 50 in the Bronx. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then where did you go to college? 

Mr. Ruopes. I should like to make my position clear. 

Mr. Kennepy. You heard the question. Where did you go to 
college? 

Mr. Ruopes. I should like to make my position clear so I can make 
my answer clear. 

The CuarrMANn. Proceed with your answer. 

Mr. Ruopes. I have come prepared to answer all questions that 
relate to my operation of the school since 1947, August 20. Questions 
which go before that I find not in conformity with that position I have 
taken and therefore will not answer questions prior to that. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair of course is somewhat acquainted with 
your position, and other members of the committee are, after hearing 
you in executive session yesterday. Since you say you are not pre- 
pared and indicate you will not answer these questions regarding your 
past and your qualifications and so forth, the Chair will advise you 
in the beginning of proceeding that the committee is prepared to ask 
questions that it thinks pertinent to this inquiry in an effort to elicit 
information that it thinks will be helpful to the committee in carrying 
out its duties and to achieve the purposes of these hearings. So these 
questions will be asked. You have present your counsel who can advise 
you from his standpoint whether they are proper or not, and you can 
he governed accordingly if you wish, but the questions will be asked. 
Your refusal to answer will be noted, your privileges if taken will be 
made a matter of record, but they will be asked and the record will 
be made. 

Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you go to college ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I should like to continue on that. I should like to 
make my objections. 

The Cuamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Ruopes. I consider this not the proper jurisdiction of this 
committee to inquire into activities of mine prior to my operation of 
the school in 1947 since that was the date established here for our 
first relationship with the Government and Government. contracts. 
I also consider it not a question which would in any way lead to the 
finding out, the statement you here made that you want to find out 
about subversion in my school, which is a present situation, and I am 
pe willing to answer about that. I also consider any question 

yond that date an invasion of my privacy, my rights under the first 
amendment. 

The Cratrman. The committee considers otherwise, and the com- 
mittee will proceed accordingly. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that the chairman 
state to the witness that the committee thinks it is within the power 
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of the committee to inquire into the educational experience and com- 
petence of those who operate these schools so that the witness may be 
advised that this inquiry is not wholly into the questions of commu- 
nism, but also into the competency from an educational standpoint 
of those who operate the schools. 

The Crarrman. Such information is of course obviously pertinent 
to the responsibility of this committee in its duty to inquire into the 
efficiencies of Government and the expenditures of public funds, and 
we will proceed as I have indicated and the question is, where did you 
go to solngst 

Mr. Ruopes. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You refuse to answer it? 

Mr. Ruopes. Under my rights under the fifth amendment which 
allows me the privilege of not appearing as a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You take the privilege under the fifth amendment 
to the question: Where did you go to college? 

Mr. ante. Yes, sir. 

The CHatmrMan. Speak louder. 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And you refuse to give this committee, then, any 
information regarding your educational attainments and qualifica- 
tions when this committee is inquiring into the eligibility and desir- 
ability of your school receiving Federal taxpayers’ money as tuition 
for veterans, that it is undertaking to train in accordance with and 
pursuance of statutes that the Congress has enacted, is that correct? 

Mr. Ruopes. My position is that [ differ with you and I object and 
consider it not the proper pursuance of law to inquire into my actions 
prior to 1947. 

The CHarrmMan. Your objections to jurisdiction are overruled. 
The question is now: Do you refuse to answer questions pertaining 
to your educational attainments in which the committee is at the 
moment interested and inquiring about? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. I have just refused to answer that specific question. 

The Crarrman. Let the record note that the witness refuses to 
answer. 

Mr. Ruopes. Under my rights. 

Senator McCarrny. Did you go to high school ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Senator, I thought I made my position clear, that I 
refuse to answer questions about matters which relate to prior to— 

Senator McCarruy. You refuse on the grounds that your answer 
might tend to incriminate you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. I refuse to answer on the grounds that my answer is 
privileged under the fifth amendment not to bear witness against 
myself. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that this is a 
frivolous use of the fifth amendment. Certainly this man could not 
be incriminated by answering whether or not he went to high school, 
and I would suggest that that be one of the counts of contempt that 
should be pressed by the committee against this witness. don’t 
think we should allow Communists to come in here and take frivolous 
advantage of a Constitution which they would destroy. 





COMMUNIST OWNERSHIP OF GI SCHOOLS 25 


The Cuairman. The Chair is of course taking note of the witness’ 
answers, or lack of answers, and the privileges that he is invoking 
but the Chair intends to pursue this interrogation to cover more of 
the field of our inquiry and as we go along, in view of your attitude, 
we expect to ask you questions oe rive you instructions and orders 
that will make the record definitely in so there can be no misunder- 
standing as to what the situation is, which the committee is con- 
fronted with, and your attitude respecting the committee. So the 
Chair will again ask you the question, Where did you go to college, 
and in asking it this time in view of what you have already stated, 
the Chair orders you to answer the question. 

Mr. Ruopes. I request the right not to answer that question and 
the right of the fifth amendment which I am not required to bear 
witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. You still refuse and invoke the fifth amendment 
to that question? The Chair asks you the question: Where did you 
go to high school? And again in view of your attitude and the desire 
of the committee to get that information, directs you to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Ruopes. I must—in view of that I must say that under my 
rights under the fifth amendment I refuse to answer that question, 
since I cannot be forced to bear witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You refuse then to give the committee any infor- 
mation regarding your educational qualifications or attainments with 
respect to your capacity and competency to operate a school of the 
character of which you are half owner and one of the operating man- 
agers, is that correct? 


(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruopes. I didn’t say that, sir. I objected to those specific 
questions. 

The Caatrman. All right. Will you give us that information? 
You say you did not say that. Will you give us that information ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I said that I objected to that specific uestion, for that 


specific information, but I also said I didn’t say I would give no 
information. 

The CHarrman. I am asking you now if you will give us any infor- 
mation regarding your background, your educational background 
and attainments. 

Mr. Ruoprs. Are you talking now since 1947? 

The CHarrman. I am talking about your background. I am not 
limiting it to 1947. Certainly you didn’t go to kindergarten in 1947 
or since then. So I am trying to get your educational background 
and experience prior to the time this school was organized. 

Mr. Ruopes. I have to stand with my answer. 

The Cuarrman. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Ruopes. I have to stand with my answer. 

The CHamrman. Stand with your answer on the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Ruopes. To your question, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair will ask you this: Prior to the organizing 
of this school—which was in 1947, I believe; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. The school was organized in 1947, did you say / 

The CaarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Rwopes. Yes. 
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The CHamman. What is the name of your school ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Cartoonists and Illustrators School. 

The Cuarrman. That was organized in 1947 ; was it not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. It was licensed and got a certificate from the State 
government of New York on August 20, 1947; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I think the certificate is dated the 20th but valid from 
September 2. 

The CHatrMaAn. Dated the 20th but valid as of September 2; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I believe that is my memory. 

The Cxuatrman. At this point the Chair presents to you a photo- 
static copy of the certificate to which we have referred and see if you 
identify it as being a photostatic copy of the original certificate. 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. You do identify it? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes; I do. 

The Carman. It will be made exhibit 2 to these hearings. That 
certificate is dated August 20, 1947; is it not ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

(Exhibit No. 2 may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Cuarrman. What you are referring to as being valid, that reads 
“This license is valid until September 2, 1948.” Isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I made an assumption that it was September 2, 1947, 
because it runs for a year. 

The Carman. Yes. So it was in effect apparently on the date 
of its issuance or from the date of its issuance on August 20. Prior 
to August 20 had you had any experience in teaching in any schools? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. I respectfully submit, sir, that in view of my state- 
ment I must take the fifth amendment as is my privilege not to bear 
witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair orders you to answer the question. 

Mr. Ruopes. I must repeat, sir, that I must take the fifth amend- 
peor a citizen, which is my right not to bear false witness against 
myself. 

Senator McCartny. I submit to the Chair that this question is perti- 
nent for another reason. This Commie taught the Robert Louis 
Stevenson School, a Communist school handling veterans, prior to 
the organization of this school, so his activities while teaching veterans 
at Robert Louis Stevenson School would be doubly pertinent. 

The Cramrman. The Chair was preparing to ask the next question 
as soon as he got this one of record: Did you not prior to the licensing 
of the school that you now operate on August 20, 1947, did you not 
at that time teach at the Robert Louis Stevenson School? Were you 
not one of the instructors at that school ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Iam sorry. Did you say August 1920? 

The Cuarrman. I said August 20, 1947. Prior to August 20, 1947, 
when your school was licensed, did you not teach at the Robert Louis 
Stevenson School? 

Mr. Ruopes. I submit, sir, I must take the fifth amendment as 
my right not to bear witness against myself. 
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The Cuatmrman. You invoke the fifth amendment to that ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. The Chair orders you to answer the question. 

Mr. Ruopes. I repeat, I invoke the fifth amendment as my right 
of a citizen not to bear witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. I am not. 

The CHarrman. Were you ever a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I wish to say to you that, as I have before, that I am 
not a member of the Communist Party, I was not a member of the 
Communist Party from the time of my operation as indicated in 
this certificate or since, but on any time before that I must invoke my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarman. I understand, then, you are willing to give testi- 
mony to the committee and are giving testimony to the committee that 
as of the day this license was issued to your school, August 20, 1947, 
you were not as of that date nor have you been since a member of the 
Communist Party? Is that correct? 

Mr. Ruopes. I am not a member of the Communist Party, I have 
not been a member of the Communist Party since the beginning date 
of my school operations is my reply to that. 

The Cuatrman. Was it necessary for you to terminate your mem- 
bership in the Communist Party in order to secure the certificate ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I must respectfully request, sir, that questions which 
relate to prior to August 1947 I must take the fifth amendment on as 
protection against myself not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. You take the fifth amendment on that question ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I do. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair orders you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

(Senator Ervin left the hearing room.) 

Mr. RHopes. Would you restate that, please? May I have it read? 

The Cuatrman. I asked if you took the fifth amendment against 
that question. Then I ordered you to answer the question. 

Mr. Ruoprs. It is the question I wanted to get. 

The CuatmMan. Read the question to the witness, please. 

(Question read.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Was it necessary for you to terminate your mem- 
bership in the Communist Party in order to secure the certificate 
for your school that you are now operating ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I know of no such regulation. 

The Crarman. I didn’t ask you about regulations. I asked you 
if it was necessary for you to do that. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Crarrman. You could have felt it necessary without any 
regulation. 

Mr. Ruopes. I did not feel any such necessity, no. 

The Cuamman. Did you get out of the Communist Party so that 
you might get this certificate? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. No, I did not. 
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The Cuatrman. How long, then, before you got the certificate did 
you terminate ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Now we are going behind the actions of 1947 and to 
that question I respectfully submit 

The Curran. I asked you if prior to that time you felt it neces- 

sary to terminate your membership in the Communist Party in order 
to get the certificate. The word “prior” means before. So that is be- 
hind the date. You answered that question. Now will you answer 
the question and tell me when and if you did terminate your member- 
ship in the Communist Party? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopgs. I decline to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. You are ordered to answer it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. I must submit that I must take the fifth amendment 
on the ground given to me as a citizen not to bear witness against 
myself. 

(Senator Ervin returned to the hearing room. ) 

The Cuatmman. May I ask you, sir, if you honestly believe that if 
you answered the question truthfully your answer would tend to 
incriminate you ? 

Mr. Ruopes. As I understand it, sir, a witness who takes the fifth 
amendment is not required to comment on the reason he takes it. 

The Cuamman. As you understand it, you are not required to be 
honest in invoking the fifth amendment, you are not required to be 
sincere in your sworn statement that if you answered truthfully 
the answer would tend to incriminate you; that is your answer? 

Mr. Ruopes. No, I didn’t say that. 

The CuHartrman. Is that what you want us to understand that you 
understand ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. I understand that a witness who takes the fifth amend- 
ment is not required to explain his reason for taking the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The Crarrman. I will ask you another question: Were you not a 
Communist and a member of the Communist Party at the time that 
you taught at the Robert Louis Stevenson School ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I respectfully submit, sir, you are talking about events 
which require me to take the fifth amendment—I am jumbling this— 
require me to take the fifth amendment as a citizen in order not to 
testify against myself. 

The Cuairman. Were you teaching veterans at the Robert Louis 
Stevenson School, veterans there under the GI bill of rights, and 
whose tuition was being paid by the Veterans’ Administration of the 
Federal Government ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. I respectfully submit I take the fifth amendment, 
which is my right not to be required to bear witness against myself. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair orders you to answer. 

Mr. Ruopes. I respectfully take the fifth amendment as is my right 
not to be a witness against myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say you are not now a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 
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The CHairman. Do you subscribe to the Communist philosophy 
now ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. That is now, that is since August 1947. 

Mr. Ruopes. To the best of my knowledge, | consider myself a 
loyal, patriotic American. 

The Carman. We didn’t ask you what you considered yourself. 
We asked you if you subscribed to the philosophy and ideology of the 
Communist Party now. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruopes. Would you be good enough, sir, to define it for me? 

The Cuarrman. I will let you define it. 

Mr. Ruopes. I am not competent. 

The CHarrMaNn. You are certainly more competent than I am, 

Senator McCarruy. If he taught in a Communist school he should 
be competent. 

Mr. Ruoprs. As I understand it, I am not a subscriber to that 
philosophy. 

The CHarrMAN. You are not a subscriber to it as of now? Have 
you been in the past 

Mr. Ruopes. Are we holding the line on 1947 ¢ 

The CuHarrMAN. I am holding no line. 

Mr. Ruopes. I am holding the line on 1947, sir, and I say behind 
that I will not bear witness against myself under the terms of the 
fifth amendment, but I think, sir, if I may, it would be very good for 
this body to hear what I believe today and what I do with my school 
today. 

Senator McCartuy. We don’t need you as a teacher. 

Mr. Ruopes. I didn’t say that as a teacher, sir. I said if you are 
interested in subversion today and Government money today then I 
think it is fair to hear what the Government gets for its money today 
in my school. 

The CuarrMan. If the witness would cooperate with the committee 
we would be more than glad 

Mr. Ruopes. The witness doesn’t want to be pulled over the coals 
for all things he did in his life. The witness can be taken for what 
he stands for today. 

The Cuarrman. A lot of things we are not asking about. 

Mr. Ruopes. A lot of private citizens and people sitting right here 
do not like to have everything they have done pulled out in public. 

The Caairman. The Chair does not want a lecture. 

Mr. Ruopes. That was not my purpose. 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever taken any instructions from the Com- 
munist Party, taken orders from the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I wish to break that down. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just answer the question. 

Mr. Ruopes. I have to answer the question in my way. 

The Carman. Proceed. 

Mr. Ruoprs. From the period of my school operation I have had 
no instructions, in answer to your question, from the Communist Party, 
but any question that goes beyond that I must respectfully request 
not to answer, 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you receive instructions from the Communist 
Party to put the Cartoonists and Illustrators School in existence? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruopes. I never received instructions from anyone. _ 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you receive, can you answer the question: Did 
you receive instructions from the Communist Party to set a school 
up to train GI’s? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruopes. This was my own idea. No one gave me instructions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is the answer “no” ? 

Mr. Ruoves. Yes. It isan unequivocal “no.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it ever suggested to you by anybody in the Com- 
munist Party that you set a school up ? 

Mr. Ruopes. No; not at all. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was not? 

Mr. Ruopes. No. 

The Cuarrman. Senator McCarthy ! 

Senator McCartuy. We have evidence here that in 1945 the Com- 
munist Party decided to instruct their members to set up schools for 
GI’s. At that time in 1945 were you a member of the Communist 
Party, at the time that decision was made by the party ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Senator, you well know my position on that question. 

Senator McCarrny. Answer it, unless you take the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Ruopes. I respectfully submit on issues prior to the setting up 
of the school I must take the fifth amendment as the right of a citizen 
not to bear witness against himself. 

Senator McCarruy. Is your partner 

The Cuatrman. The Chair orders you to answer the question. 

Mr. Ruopes. I resubmit that under my rights as a citizen under the 
fifht amendment not to bear witness against myself. 

Senator McCarruy. Is your partner a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Ruopes. I have no such knowledge. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you ever attend Communist Party meet- 
ings with him? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruopes. No; I have never attended Communist Party meetings 
with him. 

Senator McCarruy. Either before or after 1947 ? 

: Mr. Ruopes. I should like, I shall have to break that down again 
that 

Senator McCarrtuy. In other words, you won’t tell us whether you 
attended Communist meetings with him before 1947; is that right ? 

Mr. Rriopes. I didn’t say that. I said I have never attended any 
Communist meetings with him and I am relating it to our school opera- 
tion, since °47,. 

Senator McCarruy. Prior to the time you first conceived the idea 
of organizing the school were you a member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruopes. I have made it very clear, sir, that I am not a Commu- 
nist Party member and relating it to my operation, August 1947, but 
your question goes to events prior to this and I must respectfully 
submit that I take the fifth amendment on that. 
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The Cuarrman. The Chair orders you to answer the question. 
Mr. Ruopes. I plead the fifth amendment, my right as a citizen not 
to testify against myself. 

Senator McCarruy. Then you were a Communist at the time you 
conceived the idea of organizing the school. Otherwise this couldn’t 
incriminate you. 

Mr. Ruopes. Sir, that is your inference, not mine. I will match 
my record with yours any day in the service. ‘That is not a fair infer- 
ence. If it were true, it would be true there was subversion in my 
school today. 

The Crarrman. Just a moment. The committee is going to inter- 
rogate you. 

Mr. Ruopes. That is a horrible thing to say. 

The CuairmMan. It may be a horrible thing. 

Mr. Ruopsgs. I didn’t mean, sir, I didn’t mean you. I meant the 
Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. If you were not a member of the Communist 
Party it would not incriminate you to say “No,” so when you say you 
would be incriminating—— 

Mr. Ruopes. I never used the word, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. It means that you were a member of the party. 
Any person in this room not a member of the party, if asked, would 
say “No.” Those who are members of the party would invoke the 
fifth amendment, I assume. That is the official Communist line you 
are following. I personally don’t doubt a bit that you are a full- 
fledged Communist as of today getting Government money. Were 
you ordered to break off your deste] membership with the party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Senator McCarrny. Or given permission to break off your formal 
membership with the party at the time you organized this school ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Upon my organizing the school I was not ordered to 
do anything by anybody. I organized the school. 

Senator McCarrny. You know you have been identified by other 
witnesses as a member of the Communist conspiracy. 

Mr. Ruopes. I have not heard any such thing of other witnesses. 

Senator McCarruy. Were you here this morning? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you hear yourself identified as a Commu- 
nist by Lieutenant McGuire ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. I did not. I heard—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator McCarrny. Did you hear him read a report saying you 
were a member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. I heard him say that it tended to, there was a tendency 
or tended to, I believe. I never heard him say I was a Communist. I| 
am talking about what he said today. 

Senator McCarruy. He testified you attended Communist meet- 
ings. Would you like to tell us whether that is true of false? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruopes. As I understood, he was talking about events of 1941 
which go prior to my operation. My operation of the school organi 
zation is August 1947. 
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Senator McCarruy. One of his reports said you were a Communist, 
he knew you as a Communist. Do you want to tell us whether that 
is true or false? 

Mr. Ruopes. What was the date of his report? 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. It is prior to the 20th of August 1947. 

Mr. Ruoprs. May I have the date? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it that some dates you were a Communist and 
other dates not ? 

Mr. Ruopes. That is not my purpose. 

The CHairman. We will try to get the exact date. 

Mr. Kennepy. Tuesday, December 9, 1941. 

Mr. Ruopes. Tuesday, December 9, 1941. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. As of that di ate. 

Mr. Ruopes. Your question, sir, is 

The Cuarrman. He testified that as of that date you were a Com- 
munist. 

Senator McCarruy. Is that true or false? 

The Cuatrman. Is that true or false? 

Mr. Ruopes. I must take the same position that on events prior to 
1947 I pursue my right under the fifth amendment not to testify 
against myself. 

Senator McCarruy. You understand if you were not a Communist 
you could not be incriminated by saying no, I was not a Communist. 
You understand that only in case you were a member of the Com- 
munist conspiracy that your answer would incriminate you; you 
understand that, don’t you? 

The CHairMan. Can you answer ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. I don’t follow the Senator. I am not sure he wanted 
an answer. 

The Cuarrman. It is very simple. He asks you: You understand 
that, don’t you? And the question was: You understand that if you 
were not a Communist your saying no would not incriminate you 
Therefore, there would be no necessity for you to invoke the fifth 
amendment. That is the import of the question. 

Mr. Ruopes. I understand it, the fact is that I don’t have to explain 
why I take the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrMan. The fifth amendment itself explains why. Its own 
F anguage explains why. When you invoke it you adopt the language 
of 

eo MecCarruy. Do you understand this simple fact, that if you 
were not a Communist as the lieutenant testified, you would not 

criminate yourself by saying “No, I was not a Communist”? Do 
“ understand that ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. I understand what you are saying. I don’t neces- 
sarily— 

The CHarrmMan. Do you know the lieutenant who testified, Lieu- 
tenant McGuire / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

The CuatrmMan. That is now, do you know him now. 

Mr. Ruopes. Today ? 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 
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Mr. Ruopes. I have no recollection of him today, if that is what you 
are talking about. 

The CuairmMan. Do you have a recollection of him any time in the 
past 4 

Mr. Ruopes. It is difficult for a person not an attorney to know what 
to say around here. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t have to be «an attorney to have the men- 
tality to recognize people and to know them. 

Mr. RHODES. I have no recollection that I, as I have seen him today, 
that I recognize him. 

The CHarrman. May I ask a further question: Did you wear a 
mustache at the time you knew him back there, as he testified this 
morning ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I cannot recall that. 

The CHarrman. You can’t recall. 

The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived and the Senate being in ses- 
sion, we will have to recess. We will recess until 2 o’clock. All wit- 
nesses and the witness in the chair will also return at that time, 2 
o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12 o’clock noon the committee was recessed, 
reconvene at 2 p. m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(Present at the convening of the session were: The chairman and 
Senator McCarthy.) 

The CHatrMan. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Burne Hogarth, come forward, please. 

Mr. Hoeartu. May I make a request, Senator, that these lights and 
cameras be turned off ? 

The Cuatrrman. Yes; you may. The lights will be turned off. 

Will you be sworn, please, sir? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence that you shall give before 
this Senate Investigating Subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Hocarrnu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BURNE HOGARTH 


The Cuarrman, Mr. Hogarth, please state your full name, your 
address, and your present occupation. 

Mr. Hogarru. My name is Burne Hogarth. My address is New 
York City. My occupation is a teacher in the Cartoonists & Ilustra- 
tors School, a teacher of art. 

The Cuamrman. You have present with you an attorney of your 
own choice; have you? 

Mr. Hocarru. Yes; I have. 

The CHarrman. The attorney will please identify himself for the 
record again. 

Mr. Aversacn. William Auerbach, New York City. 

The Cuarrman. You were examined by the committee yesterday in 
executive session; were you not? 

Mr. Hocarru. Y es; I was. 
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The Cuarrman. You have been present during the public proceed- 
ings of the committee today ; have you not? 

Mr. Hogarru. Yes; I was. 

The Cuamman. You heard the statement the Chair made in the 
beginning, at the opening of the hearings this morning ? 

Mr. Hogarrn. Yes, I did. 

The Cuamman. Therefore, you know the eo of the hearing 
and you are fully advised regarding that; are you 

Mr. Hogarru. Yes; I am. 

The Cramman. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say your present occupation is? 

Mr. Hocartu. My present occupation is a teacher in the Cartoon- 
ists & Illustrators School, a teacher of art. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you also own part of the Cartoonists & Illus- 
trators School ? 

Mr. Hoeartu. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. What part do you own? 

Mr. Hocartu. I own 50 percent of the stock in the corporation. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who owns the other 50 percent ? 

Mr. Hogarru. Silas H. Rhodes. 

(At this point, Senator Ervin entered the hearing room. ) 

‘ Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee your place and date of 
irth? 

Mr. Hocarrn. My date of birth is December 25, 1911, in Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us your education and qualifications, 
where you went to school? 

Mr. Hocarru. I would like to object to that question on the grounds 
that it does not relate to our contractual obligations with the Govern- 
ment prior to August 20, 1947. 

The Cuarrman. The objections are overruled. You will answer the 
question. 

Mr. Hocarrn. Well, Senator, I think that goes into my privacy of 
person, and I would like to object to that question on the basis of the 
first amendment to the Constitution, and my privilege thereof. 

The Cuamman. That objection is likewise overruled. The Chair 
instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hogarru. Well, then, Senator, I would like to object to that 
question on the grounds of the Fifth Amendment, which gives me the 
privilege of not testifying against myself. 

The Cuarrman. That is not an objection. You can invoke, if you 
choose, the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Hocartn. I refuse to answer that question. I invoke the fifth 
amendment not to testify against myself. 

The Cuarman. Senator McCarthy? 

Senator McCarrny. May I say, Mr. Chairman, that I think the 
witness should be instructed that he can invoke the fifth amendment 
only if he feels that the answer, a truthful answer, would tend to in- 
criminate, but he cannot invoke the fifth amendment on any other 
ground. 

You cannot invoke it on the ground that perjury would incriminate 
you. It is only if you feel that if you told the truth about your 
educational background that might tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Hocartn. Senator, that is your opinion. I have given you my 
grounds, and I have quoted the Constitution according to my grounds. 
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Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, may I proceed with this for a 
moment ¢ 

The Cuamman. Go ahead. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you feel that if you told us the truth about 
vour educational background that that might tend to incriminate you ¢ 
” Mr. Hogarru. Senator, that is your inference. That is entirely 
your inference, not mine. 

* Senator McCarrny. I have asked you a question. I have asked you 
a question. 

Mr. Hocarru. Senator, I have answered your question on the basis 
of the constitutional privilege, that I will not testify against myself, 
in the words of the Constitution, sir. 

The Cyarrman. Let the Chair correct your statement. You said 
that was the Senator’s inference. 

Mr. Hocarru. He said if, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is not necessarily the Senator’s inference or 
mine. But assuming that is true, the question is asked you, and I con- 
sider it a pertinent question: Do you consider that if you answered 
the question truthfully, you honestly believe that the answer you 
would give would tend to incriminate you? That is a question and not 
an assumption. 

Mr. Hogarru. Senator, I have given you my answer to that whole 
question, and it is on the basis of the fifth amendment, invoking that 
privilege not to testify against myself. 

The Cuarrman. I understand you have invoked the fifth amend- 
ment for that reason. Then we are simply asking the question: Do 
you believe that if you answered the question and gave a truthful 
answer, that the answer would tend to incriminate you? 

I may say to you frankly that is the question, and you bear it in 
mind, but the purpose of it is to test the right of anybody to invoke 
the fifth amendment when he does not honestly believe that a truthful 
answer would tend to incriminate him. 

Mr. Hogarrn. Sir, I do not believe that it would tend to incriminate 
me, 

The CuHarmman. Then you are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Hoearru. Then I answer the question on this basis, on the 
grounds of the fifth amendment, my privilege under the Constitution, 
not to testify against myself. 

The Cuatmman. You just invoked the fifth amendment which pro- 
vides that a witness shall not be required to give evidence against him- 
self that might tend to incriminate him. You say, under oath now, 
that if you gave a truthful answer, you do not believe it would tend 
to incriminate you. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. On that basis of your sworn statement, the Chair 
orders you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hogarru. All right, sir. It might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. When did you change your mind ¢ 

Mr. Hoearru. Well, on the basis of what you said. 

The Cuairman. Well, you know what incriminating is. You knew 
that before I asked you, did you not ? 

Mr. Hogartu. Yes, I did. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, may I say that I think we allow 
far too much latitude to counsel. I know I did it as chairman. We 
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are still doing the same thing. I see counsel lean over and coach the 
witness and tell him to change his answer. He was not advising him 
about any legal rights that he had. He was just coaching him on an 
answer. I am inclined to think that the rules of the committee should 
be changed so that counsel before this committee should have the same 
rights that counsel in a courtroom have, namely to merely object on a 
technical or legal ground. I think this is entirely improper to get a 
lawyer who will sit there and tell him what to say. 

May I ask counsel a question, if I may, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrrman. Do you want him sworn ? 

Senator McCarrnuy. Not necessarily. I would just like to ask him 
this question: Did you just tell your client what to say ? 

Mr. Averracn. I want to say this sir: I explained to my client the 
meaning of the fifth amendment. I don’t feel that I should answer the 
question, because what I tell my client or what my client asks me, I 
think is privileged. But I have never coached a witness in my pro- 
fessional career. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair would hold any legal advice or counsel 
you give would be privileged. But if the Chair discovers, if I become 
convinced, that you or any other counsel appearing here in this series 
or any other series of investigations simply is instructing his witness 
what to say with regard to facts that we are seeking to elicit from the 
witness in his testimony, he will be barred, so far as I am concerned, 
and I think the committee will sustain me, from further representing 
anyone in this proceeding. I am not going at this time to place you 
under oath and have you deny that you did give him such instructions, 
but I give you warning that if it occurs, if it repeatedly occurs, indicat- 
ing that you are simply instructing your client how to answer a ques- 
tion regarding the facts and not with respect to any legal right that 
the client may have, then the committee would no longer tolerate your 
presence as counsel. 

Senator McCarruy. May I say, Mr. Chairman 

The Crarrman. I trust I am speaking the sentiments of the com- 
mittee. 

Senator McCarrny. I think you are. 

May I say, Mr. Chairman, that I get sick, down deep inside, when 
I see a Communist come before us, with a Communist lawyer. 

I do not. know whether you are one or not. I know nothing about 
you, but generally the Communist gets a Commie lawyer. 

Mr. Aversacu. I want to object to that inference, Senator. 

Senator McCarrtuy. I say I know nothing about you. 

We allow them to sit there beside a Communist and coach him on 
what he can say. It is something we do not allow in a grand jury or 
in any courtroom. I merely recommend to the committee that we 
consider the wisdom of having the lawyer in these hearings assume the 
same position that he would have in a courtroom. Give him the right 
to object to questions that are improper, argue his objections, and not 
coach the witness. I am not asking that any action be taken now, Mr. 
Chairman, but it is rather sickening to see a lawyer telling a witness 
what to say day after day. 

The CHamman. Well, the Senator’s remarks, of course, address 
themselves to the committee consideration of any suggested revision 
of the rules on procedure, and for the present the rules provide that 
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counsel of the witness’ choice may be present for the purpose of ad- 
vising and consulting with the witness regarding his legal rights. 
But the rules can by no stretch of the imagination be interpreted to 
permit counsel to advise the witness how to answer a question on a 
point of fact and truth. We will try to be a little alert and observe 
as we go along. 

Again, I may say that if we become convinced that that is forcibly 
being pursued by counsel and his client, we will take prompt and 
immediate steps to correct it. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Hogarth, you said that you felt that the 
answer would not tend to incriminate you. Then you discussed the 
matter with your counsel and said it might tend to incriminate you. 
Did any new facts come to your mind which would indicate that this 
might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Hocartn. No, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. No new facts? 

Mr. Hogartnu. I don’t think so, 

Senator McCarruy. What made you change your answer? 

Mr. Hocarrn. The fact, sir, that I am not a lawyer. I have no 
ideas of these proceedings, as to how they work. I have never en- 
gaged in them. And the fact that you made a statement—Senator 
McClellan made a statement—that I perhaps changed my testimony, 
I accept, on the basis of incrimination. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Hogarth, your institution is getting a 
great deal of the taxpayer’s money. We are interested in knowing 
whether or not you are qualified to run that school. In order to 
determine that, we must find out what your educational background 
is. Do you now say that if you told us about your educational back- 
ground, that you honestly feel that an honest answer might tend to 
incriminate you ? 

The Cuaimrman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hogartu. Senator, on the basis of that question, I will answer 
with my privilege of the Constitution of the fifth amendment that it 
might tend so, yes, sir. 

The Carman. You stated that it might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Hogartu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is your answer, All right. 

Preliminary to further interrogation, so that the record may re- 
flect this, who is the bursar of your school ¢ 

Mr. Hocartu. The bursar of the school is Emanuel Weinerman. 

The Cuamman. Who is the registrar ? 

Mr. Hocartru. The registrar is Charles McLean. 

The CuHamman. Would the registrar be the one that would have 
knowledge of the amount of income the school has received from 
veterans, tuition being paid by the Veterans’ Administration ? 

Mr. Hoearru. Senator, I am not familiar with that procedure. I 
am only a teacher, and I may consult on teacher problems. I am not 
the director, and I have nothing to do with the directorial capacity 
of the school. Iam sorry, I cannot answer that question in any of my 
capacities. 

he Cuatrman. All right. 

Proceed with the other line of questions. I was trying to save 

having to recall your partner. That will have to be done, possibly. 


72601—56—pt. 1_—6 
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Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever taught at the Robert Louis Steven- 
son School? 

Mr. Hocarru. In response to that question, sir, that goes back be- 
fore the period of August 20, 1947, when we began to have contractual 
obligations with the Government, and I refuse to answer that on this 
basis, that it goes to my privacy under my privilege of the first amend- 
ment, and it also goes to my privilege under the fifth amendment, 
that I will not testify against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. So for reasons that a truthful answer might tend to 
incriminate you, you refuse to answer that. question ? 

Mr. Hocarru. On that question, I refuse to be a witness against 
myself under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Dr. Annette Rubinstein ? 

Mr. Hocarru. That question also goes before the period .of August 
20, 1947, when we had contractual obligations with the Government, 
and I would like to state that it is, in my opinion, or, I think it is 
outside the scope of your jurisdiction, sir, and, secondly 

The Cuarrman. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Hocartru. Well, then, it goes to my privacy, sir, under my privi- 
lege of the first amendment of the Constitution. 

The Cuatrman. That is overruled. 

Mr. Hocarru. Then I will refuse to answer that on the ground of 
the fifth amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuHarrman. I understood you to say that you would answer 
my question involving anything from the date the school was organ- 
ized, that you had no objection to answering such question. 

Mr. Hogarru. On school operations, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. This question is asked—I will ask it this way: 
Do you know her and have you known her since the school was organ- 
ized ¢ 

You want it broken down. We will start with that. 

Mr. Hogartu. All right. I will refuse to answer that question, sir, 
on the basis that, in my opinion, that question does not go to our con- 
tractual obligations with the Government. 

The Cuarrman. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Hoeartu. Then, sir, I will have to invoke my privilege under 
the first amendment that it goes against my privacy. 

The Cuarrman. That objection is neared: 


Mr. Hocartu. Then I will have to plead the fifth amendment un- 
der the Constitution and not oe against myself. 
tly 


The Cuatrman. Do you honestly believe that if you admitted that 
you know her since the date of the opening of your school, that that 
would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Hogarru. Sir, I have answered that I will not testify against 
myself on the basis of my fifth amendment constitutional privilege. 

The Cuarrman. You refuse to answer whether you honestly believe 
that it would tend to incriminate you if you answered truthfully ? 

Mr. Hoearu. Senator, I believe I have answered that question. 

The Cuarrman. I am asking you this one. Do you honestly be- 
lieve that it would tend to incriminate you if you answered the ques- 
tion truthfully? That is, the question of: Do you know and have 
you known Dr. Annette Rubinstein since your school was organized ! 
The question is: Do you believe that an honest answer to that ques- 
tion would tend to incriminate you ? 
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Mr. Hogarrn. Senator, yes, under my privilege of the fifth amend 
ment of the Constitution. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, what ? 

Mr. Hogartu. That would tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. That would tend to incriminate you. 

Senator McCarrny. She must be quite a character. 

The CuHatrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever discussed Communist Party matters 
with Dr. Annette Rubenstein ? 

Mr. Hogartu. I haven’t admitted any such thing, Mr. Counsel. 

The Cuatrman. You have an opportunity to admit it now or 
deny it. 

Mr. Hogartu. I plead the fifth amendment on that question, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Since August 20, 1947, have you discussed Com- 
munist Party matters with Dr. Annette Rubinstein ? 

Mr. Hogartn. I plead the fifth amendment on that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if your partner, Mr. Silas Rhodes, 
was ever a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Hoearrn. I don’t know anything of the kind, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever attend any Communist Party meet- 
ings with Silas Rhodes ¢ 

Mr. Hogarrn. I don’t know anything of the kind. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know if you did ? 

Mr. Hogarru. I did not attend Communist Party meetings with 
Silas Rhodes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever attend meetings of the American Peace 
Mobilization organization with Silas Rhodes ¢ 

Mr. Hogarru. Sir, I will refuse to answer that question on m 
privacy, that it goes to my privacy, on the basis of the first amend- 
ment of the Constitution. 

The CHatrmMan. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Hogart. Then I will plead the fifth amendment, that it violates 
my Atevia a on the basis of my privilege not to testify against 
myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever discuss the formation of this school 
with leaders of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hoeartu. I don’t know of any such thing, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, did you or did you not? 

Mr. Hogarrn. I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never did? 

Mr. Hoeartn. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never discussed with any member of the Com- 
munist Party the formation of this school ? 

Mr. Hoeartu. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss it with Annette Rubinstein ? 

Mr. Hogarrn. Let me make this statement clear, sir. I refuse to 
answer that question, sir, on the grounds that it might—on my priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment not to testify against myself. 

Renate McCartny. May I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that he has 


waived the fifth-amendment privilege when he said he did not discuss 

it with any Communist. He is now being asked whether he discussed 

it with a specific Communist. I do not believe he can invoke the fifth 

amendment in one specific case where he has waived it generally. 
Mr. Hogarrn. Sir, I never 
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Senator McCarruy. I am addressing myself to the Chair. 

The Cuarrman. I think the Senator is correct, and the Chair is 
going to order you to answer the question, first, because I think the 
question is proper and, second, because I doubt the veracity of the 
statement or, rather, the sincerity of your statement, when you say 
that you believe that if you testify that you know this party or had 
conversations with her it would tend to incriminate you, and, for the 
further reason having denied that you had conversations with any 
Communist waives your right to refuse to answer questions when asked 
about an alleged specific Communist. So you are ordered to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Hocarru. Sir, I don’t know that Annette Rubinstein is a Com- 
munist. I don’t know anything of the kind. 

The Cuamman. I used the words “an alleged Communist.” Testi- 
mony has been heard by this committee that she isa Communist. Based 
on that testimony, certainly whether it is yet an established fact or 
not there is testimony before this committee under oath to that effect. 

On the basis of that, having said you had not had such conversations 
with any Communist, the question is asked you with regard to con- 
versations with her, and having under oath stated that you had had 
no conversations with any Communists, we asked you the question then 
whether you had any conversations with this ieee Communist. 


Mr. Hocartn. Then I will state, sir, I did not, on that specific 
question. 

The CHairman. You did not have any conversations with her? 

Mr. Hogarrn. On that specific question ; I deny it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whether you talked to her about the formation of 


this school ¢ 

Mr. Hocartu. That is correct. I deny it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you working for Dr. Annette Rubinstein at 
the time you formed the school or at the time you made arrangements 
to form the school? 

Mr. Hocarrn. Sir, I would like to answer that on this basis: That 
goes before August 20, 1947, and I think that is outside the jurisdic- 
tion of your committee. 

The Cuamman. The Chair orders you to answer it. The objection 
is overruled. 

Mr. Hogarru. Then I would like to state that that goes to my pri- 
vacy of person under my privilege of the first amendment. 

The Cuatrman. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. HoearrH. Then I refuse to answer that on the basis of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment not to testify against myself. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, just so we will have this tied 
down completely in case of future court action, may I ask one ques- 
tion / 

Did you ever engage in any criminal or illegal activity with Rubin- 
stein in conjunction with her in any way / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hogarru. Sir; I will have to invoke my privilege under the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution not to testify against myself. 

Senator McCarruy. You understand, that is telling all the press 
here and telling the audience and the world that you engaged in illegal 
activities with Rubinstein ? , 
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Mr. Hogarrn. I don’t infer that, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. If you had not, you would simply say “No.” 
I can ask anybody in the audience here, except the Commie witnesses, 
whether they had engaged in illegal activities with Rubinstein, and 
they would say,“No, ‘of course not.” So when you say it would in- 
criminate you to answer that, it means that if you told the truth about 
whether or not you engaged in illegal activities with her, that the 
truth would brand you as a criminal. I think that should be made 
clear to each of you Communists who come before us and invoke the 
fifth amendment as to your activities in this Communist conspiracy. 

I do not know why, if you are a Communist, you should be ashamed 
to stand up and say it. If you think it is a noble venture, then you 
should not be ashamed of it. You come here and cringe and crawl 
from under the rugs, and are afraid to tell about your activities, be- 
cause they are designed to destroy this country, whose Constitution 
you invoke. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair, in view of the attitude of the witness, 
would like, for the guidance of the committee in considering legis- 
lation related to this problem, to ask you this question: If these ques- 
tions had been asked of you by the Veterans’ Administration at the 
time you made application for a contract to give instructions to GI's 
with tuition being paid by the Federal Government, would you have 
answered the questions and given truthful information in response 
thereto prior to the time you received the contract ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hoearrnu. Senator, I don’t know. I just don’t know. 

The CuatrmMan. You donot know whether you would have answered 
the questions and given them the information at that time or not ? 

Mr. Hoearrn. I don’t know. 

The Cnarrman. I do believe, and I think you will agree with me, 
that in the interests of the Government, the efficiency of the Govern- 
ment, its economy and so forth, if this Government opposes the ideol- 
ogy of communism, that it would be pertinent for the agency of Gov 
ernment entering into such a contract to inquire into and have know!]- 
edge of such facts before the contract was entered into. What I am 
trying to ascertain, if you are willing to tell me, is: Had your getting 
a Government contract hinged upon your revealing these facts that are 
within your knowledge to the agency contracting with your school, 
would you have revealed it to them at that time? 

Mr. Hogarrn. I don’t know, Senator. 

The CHairman. You do not know whether you would or not ? 

Mr. Hoearrnu. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would: you now answer the questions if the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation wanted to get the same information from you ? 

Mr. Hocarru. With respect to what, sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, to any Communist Party affiliations that you 
might have had or anybody else might have had prior to August 20, 
1947 

Mr. Hocarrn. I will have to invoke my privilege under the fifth 
amendment on that question, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That such an answer might tend to incriminate you, 
if you told me whether you would tell the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation of your Communist Party affiliations? 
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Mr. Hocarrn. I will have to invoke my privilege under the fifth 
amendment not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the Communist--— 

Senator McCarruy. Could I interrupt? 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that his answering counsel’s question as to 
whether or not he would give information to the FBI if called upon 
to do so could in no way tend to incriminate him, and I think he should 
be ordered to answer that question. 

The Cuamman. The Chair will order him to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hocarrn. Sir, to answer that question, if it goes—I will have 
to plead the fifth amendment on that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the Unity Center of the Com- 
munist Party in November 1944? 

Mr. Hoearru. I would like to answer that question on the grounds 
that it goes before August 20, 1947, and I think it is without the juris- 
diction of your committee. 

The CuatmrMan. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Hocartu. Then I will have to plead my constitutional privilege 
on the first amendment, sir, that it goes against my privacy. 

The Cuarrman. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Hocarru. Then I will plead the fifth amendment of the Con- 
stitution not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. On or about Tuesday, January 9, 1945, were you 
nominated for the executive committee of the Unity Center branch of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hoearrn. Sir, that goes, that question goes, before our con- 
tractual obligations with the Government, and I think it is outside 
the jurisdiction of your committee, before August 20, 1947. 

The Cuamman. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Hogarru. Then I plead my privilege under the first amendment 
of the Constitution, that it goes against my privacy. 

The Cuarrman. That objection is overruled. You are still ordered 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Hogarru. Then I plead my privilege under the fifth amendment 
of the Constitution not to be a witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. May the Chair inquire of you, as a test of your sin- 
cerity, do you think it was beyond the jurisdiction or without the juris- 
diction of the agency of Government with which you contracted to 
make such inquiry of you, prior to entering into the contract? Do 
you take that position, too ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hocarru. Yes; I do, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On or about June 30, 1945, were you elected a member 
at large by the members of the county council of the Unity Center 
of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Hoecarrn. Sir, in answer to that question, because it goes back 
before our contractual obligations with the Government on August 
20, 1947, I think it is outside the jurisdiction of your committee. 

The Cuarrman. I do not believe the witness answered the last ques- 
tion. Will the witness answer it? 
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Mr. Hocarru. I will plead my privilege under the first amendment 
of the C onstitution, sir, that it goes against my privacy. 

The Cuamman. The Chair does not recognize that objection. 

Mr. Hocartru. Then I plead 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you executive-——— 

Mr. Hogartu. If the Chair doesn’t recognize that—you didn’t 
recognize my answer, sir. 

The Cuateman. I said I did not recognize that objection. 

Mr. Hoegartn. Well, counsel broke in. I am sorry. Then I plead 
the fifth amendment, ‘sir, in my privilege of the Constitution, not 
to testify against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you attend meetings on or about March 19, 
1945, at the Robert Louis Stevenson School ? 

Did you attend any meetings of the Communist Party or Com- 
munist-front organizations on or about March 19, 1945, at the Robert 
Louis Stevenson School ¢ 

Mr. Hogarru. I will have to answer that, that I object to it, on 
the grounds that it is outside the jurisdiction of your committee, be- 
cause it goes before August 20, 1947. 

The Carman. That objection will be overruled. 

Mr. Hoeartu. Then I invoke my constitutional privilege under 
the first amendment that it goes against my privacy. 

The Cuamman. You are ordered to answer it. That objection is 
overruled. 

Mr. Hogarru. Then I invoke my privilege of the fifth amendment 
not to testify against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you executive secretary of the citizens com- 
mittee, upper Westside, of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hogarrnu. I will answer that that I refuse—— 

Mr. Kennepy. That was during 1945. 

Mr. Hoearru. I refuse to answer that on the grounds that it is 
outside the jurisdiction of your committee, that it goes before August 
20, 1947. 

The Cuarmman. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Hocarru. Then I answer that on my privilege of the first amend- 
ment. 

The Cuatrman. That objection is overruled. 

Mr. Hogarru. Then I answer that on the privilege of my fifth 
amendment not to testify against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Dr. Annette Rubinstein on that committee 
with you? 

Mr. Hogartu. I will answer that question on my privilege of the 
first amendment of the Constitution, that it goes against my privacy. 

The Cuatrman. That objection is overr uled. 

Mr. Hoeartru. Then I will answer that with my privilege under the 
fifth amendment not to testify against myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
July 1947? 

Mr. Hocarru. I would like to answer that that question goes before 
August 20, 1947 when we had contractual obligations with the Gov- 
ernment, and I think it is outside the jurisdiction of your committee. 

Senator McCarry. May I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. The Chair overrules that objection. 
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Mr. Hogarru. Then I will answer that with my privilege under the 
first amendment of the Constitution, that it goes against my privacy. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair overrules that ‘objection. 

Mr. Hogarrn. Then I will answer that with my privilege under the 
fifth amendment not to testify against myself. 

The Cuamman. Senator McC ‘arthy ? 

Senator McCarruy. We have testimony that in 1945, the Commu- 
nist Party ordered individuals, such as you, to set up schools for vet- 
erans, to obtain funds for the Communist Party. Now, in 1945, when 
that order was issued from the Communist Party, were you then a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hocartrn. The question is, Was I a member of the Communist 
Party in 1945 ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. You heard the question. 

Mr. Hocarrn. Sir, 1 will answer that question on my constitutional 
privilege of the first amendment of the Constitution, that it goes 
against my privacy. 

Senator McCartuy. I am going to ask the Chair to order you to 
answer. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair orders you to answer. 

Mr. Hocartu. Then I will answer that question on the grounds of 
my constitutional privilege of the fifth amendment not to testify 
against myself. 

Senator McCarruy. Were you a member of the Communist Party 
on the 19th of August 1947 

Mr. Hocarrn. Sir, I will refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds that it goes before August 20, 1947, under my constitutional 
privilege of the first amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. Now, as a matter of fact, is it not true that 
you, as a full-fledged Communist, got instructions from the party in 
1945 to organize this school, it took you about 2 years to do it, you 
were allowed to withdraw your formal membership from the party 
and establish the school, but that as of today you are just as loyal a 
member of the party as you were when you were carrying the card? 
Is that not a correct résumé of the situation ? 

Mr. Hocartu. I don’t know anything of the kind, sir. 

Senator McCartny. You say that is not true? 

Mr. Hoeartn. I don’t know anything of the kind, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. You do not know anything of the kind? 

Mr. Hogarru. I don’t know that, sir. 

Senator McCarry. You don’t know it? 

Mr. Hocarrnu. I don’t know that, sir. I don’t know anything of 
the kind. 

Senator McCartuy. Have you been a Communist? 

Mr. Hoearrn. I would like to answer that on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you follow the Communist philosophy now, 
or believe in it ? 

_ Mr. Hogartn. Sir, I don’t know what the Communist philosophy 
Is; no. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you follow the philosophy as it was when 
you taught in the Communist school, the Jefferson School? Do you 
follow that philosophy ? 
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Mr. Hogarru. Well, sir, let me ask you—— 

Senator McCarruy. The Robert Louis Stevenson School, rather. 

Mr. Hocartn. As to the question of whether 1 taught in the Robert 
Louis Stevenson ee sir—— 

Senator McCarrnuy. I did not ask you that question. I asked you 
whether you follow the Communist philosophy as you taught it in the 
Robert Louis Stevenson School. Do you still follow that same 
philosophy ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Senator McCartruy. Have the record show that the witness is again 
being coached by the counsel. 

Mr. Hogarru. No, sir; I am turning to my counsel. I volunteered 
to do this myself. 

(The witness waar with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hogarru. Sir, I don’t follow the Communist philosophy now. 
[ don’t know of any Communist philosophy now that I follow. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Did you follow it a year ago? 

Mr. Hocarru. I don’t know of any Communist philosophy that I 
followed a year ago. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you follow it while you were organizing 
the school ? 

Mr. Hogarrn. I don’t understand that question. Would you 
clarify it, please ? 

Senator McCarruy. Oh, you should be able to understand that, if 
you are a coowner of a college. The question is, Did you follow the 
Communist philosophy when, you were organizing the school ¢ 

Mr. Hogartrnu. Sir, as to the time of August 20, 1947, I would like 
to say that I don’t know of any Communist philosophy that I followed 
from that time to this. 

Senator McCarruy. You see, you are telling us that you were a 
Communist and followed the philosophy up until the 20th of August. 
That is the only interpretation that we can place upon your answers 
because otherwise you could just say, “No.” 

Mr. Hogarru. I didn’t say that, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Do not interrupt me. 

Mr. Hoagarru. I am sorry. 

Senator McCarruy. You can answer. You can have all the time 
you need to answer. As I started to tell you, you were telling us 
that you were a Communist up until the 20th of August, and followed 
the philosophy up to that date. Otherwise, a truthful answer could 
not incriminate you. I certainly hope that the New York authorities 
and the Veterans’ Administration take steps to remove from your 
school these young veterans who are getting trained. 

The Cuarrman. At this point, we will ask the witness to remain 
seated but to step aside from speaking at the witness stand for a 
moment. I wish tocall Mr. Huber. 

Mr. Huber / 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN HUBER—Resumed 


The Cuamman. Mr. Huber, will you stand right here, please? The 
committee wishes to interrogate you about a further point: —-You are 
testifying under the same oath administered to you when you testified 
this morning. 
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You testified this morning that Mr. Burne Hogarth was a Com- 
munist at certain periods of time pr ior to 1947, when you knew him? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

The Cyaan. May I ask you whether you knew that he was a 
Communist and carried on the Communist rolls of the unit to which 
you belonged and he belonged as late as October 1947 ¢ 
“ Mr. Hvper. Yes,sir. That is the time I left the Communist Party, 
and he was on the rolls until October, in 1947, sir. 

The Cuarmman. He was still on the rolls when you left in October 
1947 ? 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That date is obviously subsequent to August 20, 
1947. 

Mr. Huser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, thank you very much. 





TESTIMONY OF BURNE HOGARTH—Resumed 


The Cuamman. The witness Mr. Hogarth has now resumed the 
stand. 

You have heard the testimony, Mr. Hogarth. You said you were 
willing to testify to anything subsequent to August 20, 1947. I ask 
you the question now: Is the statement just made by the witness, Mr. 
Huber, true ? 

Mr. Hocarru. Would you please repeat his statement, sir? 

The Cuarrman. You heard his statement. He was closer to you 
than he was to me. 

Mr. Hoeartu. Would you please—will you have the reporter— 

The Cuamman. He said that in October 1947, when he left the 
Communist Party, your name was still on the rolls as a Communist 
member in the same unit to which he belonged. 

Mr. Hocarru. Sir, I will answer that this way: I don’t know what 
name was on those rolls, because as of August 20, and I am testifying 
to this, 1947, from that date forward, to “the present time, I am not 
and I have not been a member of the Communist Party. 

The Cuarrman. Do you now testify under oath that you do not 
know that your name was ever on that roll about which he has testified ¢ 

Mr. Hoearru. Yes, sir; I do not know. 

The Cuarrman. Do you not know it to be a fact that your name was 
on that roll, that you haye seen it on that roll, and that you got notices 
to attend Communist meetings from that roll ? 

Mr. Hocarru. I do not know it to be a fact. 

The Cuarrman. Is that not the fact? 

Mr. Hocarru. I do not know it to be a fact, sir. 

The Cuairman. Even prior to August 20, 1947 ? 

Mr. Hogarru. As to prior to August 20, 1947, sir, I am saying this: 
That I think that question goes to my privilege under the first amend- 
ment of the Constitution, and goes against my privacy. 

The Cuarman. I am asking you the pointed question: Do you not 
know that your name was carried on that roll and have you not seen 
your name on that roll, this Communist list of membership, to which 
Mr. Huber referred ? 

Mr. Hoeartu. Do you mean afier August 20, 1947 ? 

The Cuarrman. I am asking you first at any time. 
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Mr. Hocartn. Sir, let me say this: After August 20, 1947, when 
we had contractual obligations with the Government, I do not know 
that that was so. 

The CHarrman. Do you know that it was so prior to that time? 

Mr. Hogarru. Sir, I am answering that question on the grounds of 
the first amendment of the Constitution, that that goes against my 
privacy. 

The CHatrMan. Those grounds are overruled. 

Mr. Hocarru. Then I answer that on my privilege of the fifth 
amendment to refuse to testify against myself. 

The Cuairman. Then you refuse to answer on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment as to any time prior to the 27th of August 1947 / 

Mr. Hogarrn. That is correct. 

The CHarrMan. You want to let the record stand that way ? 

Mr. Hogartu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. With all of its implications? 

Mr. Hocartu. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Are there any questions, Senator ? 

Senator Ervin. You have invoked the fifth amendment, and I think 
it is proper to inquire as to your understanding of the fifth amend- 
ment. Do you understand that a person is not privileged to invoke 
the fifth amendment unless testimony which he would give would dis- 

close some fact or circumstance which would tend to show that he was 
guilty of a criminal offense ? 

Mr. Hogartu. Sir, I don’t know that. All I know is, from the 
language of the Constitution, that this privilege was written in order 
to protect innocent people not to testify against themselves. 

Senator Ervin. Then you contend that when you invoke the fifth 
amendment you invoke it for the purpose of withholding testimony 
which you say would disclose your innocence of wrong-doing ? 

Mr. Hogarrn. Sir, all I said was that to my best information and 
knowledge of the fifth amendment of the Constitution, it was written 
to protect the innocent, not to testify against themselves. That is my 
best information, sir. 

Senator Ervin. But is it not your understanding that the fifth 
amendment was written to protect a person regardless of his guilt or 
his innocence from disclosure of truthful testimony which would 
disclose a fact or circumstance which would indicate that he, whether 
guilty or innocent, was guilty ? 

Mr. Hoegartn. Sir, I don’t know that. 

Senator Ervin. You do not know? 

Mr. Hogarru. I don’t know that. 

Senator Ervin. In invoking the fifth amendment as you have done 
on a number of occasions, is it your contention that if you had an- 
swered the questions which were put to you, and in respect to which 
you invoked the fifth amendment, that your answers would have dis- 
closed facts and circumstances indicating your innocence of wrong- 
doing ? 

Mr. Hosarrtu. No, sir; that is not my contention. I don’t make any 
such contention, sir. 

Senator Ervin. I submit, according to my understanding, you liave 
put two different constructions on the fifth amendment. Your under- 
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standing is that the fifth amendment was only designed to protect the 
innocent ? 

Mr. Hocarrn. That is all I believe, sir, and understand about it. 
That is my only recollection about it, in terms of the fifth amendment, 
that it was written to protect the innocent, not to have them testify 
against themselves. 

Senator Ervin. It was written to protect the innocent and not the 
guilty ¢ 

Mr. Hoearru. Sir, I am not a lawyer, believe me. I am an artist, 
and all I am trying to say is that this is my understanding. I am not 
contending with you, sir, and I don’t hope to. 

Senator Ervin. We have to see your understanding in order to know 
whether you are entitled to invoke it, or so that ‘the court on any 
subsequent occasion may rule whether you are entitled to invoke it. 

Mr. Hocarru. I think I invoked it properly. 

Senator Ervin. See if I understand it. You are swearing that you 
have invoked the fifth amendment before this committee because you 
honestly believe that if you were to answer the questions which you 
have refused to answer on that ground that your answers would tend 
to establish your innocence? 

Mr. Hoearrn. Sir, I am not swearing anything of the kind. 

Senator Ervin. What are you swearing about that, then? 

Mr. Hocarrn. All I said was—I am not swearing. All I said was 
that my understanding of the fifth amendment was that it was as writ- 
ten to protect the innocent not to testify against themselves. That is 
all I know about it, sir, really. 

Senator Ervin. And that understanding, your understanding of the 
fifth amendment, as you have just explained it, is the basis on which 
you invoke it here, solely on that basis, is it not ? 

Mr. Hocarrn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. How old were you when you entered school ? 

Mr. Hogarrn. Pardon ? 

Senator Ervin. How old were you when you entered school ? 

Mr. Hocarru. When I attended the school ? 

Senator Ervin. When you first went to school ? 

Mr. Hocarru. When I first went to school? I don’t recall, sir. 1 
don’t recall that. 

Senator Ervry. Well, about. Approximately. 

Mr. Hocartn. Well, it might have been 5, 6. 

Senator Ervin. And where did you go to school first ? 

Mr. Hocarrn. Sir, I think I answered that question. I think I 
answered that question earlier when I said I would not disclose my 
educational background on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Ervin. You say that you may have entered school when you 
were about 5 or 6 years old ¢ 

Mr. Heearrn. I m: vy have gone to school around that time, accord- 
ing to my recollection. 

Senator Ervin. I say, you state that you probably entered school 
when you were 5 or 6 years old. 

Mr. Hocarrn. Yes; I probably went to school around that time. 

Senator Ervin. And you state on the solemnity of an oath that if 
you were to disclose the location of the school building in which you 
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entered school at the age of 5 or 6 years that it would tend to incrimi- 
nate you ¢ 

Mr. Hocarru. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. And you swear that notwithstanding the fact that 
anybody 5 or 6 years of age, under any system of law that prevails 
anywhere in America, could not possibly be guilty of any criminal 
offense at. that age regardless of what he did ? 

Mr. Hoaarrn. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Are there any other questions? 

The witness is temporarily excused. 

You may stand aside. 

Mr. Silas Rhodes, please return to the stand. 


TESTIMONY OF SILAS H. RHODES—Resumed 


The CuainmMan. We will proceed to interrogate you, Mr. Rhodes, 
under the same oath administered this morning. 

[ believe yesterday in executive session you stated you did not have 
the exact number of veterans attending your school at the present time ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. I called on the tele :phone to get them. 

The CuatrMan. I say yesterday you did not have the exact number. 
Have you since ascertained the number in attendance at your school 
now, the number of veterans whose tuition is being paid by the 
Veterans’ Administration ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I should like the Chair to appreciate that this is ap- 
proximate and gotten on the telephone. 

The Caiman. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Ropes. I should like the Chair to know that this is approximate 
and gotten on the telephone. 

The CHairman. Well, the best information you have about it at the 
time. The Chair will accept that. 

Mr. Ruopes. The Public Law 16 veterans, disabled veterans in 
attendance now, there are 12. 

The CHatrMANn. Twelve. Those come under the Rehabilitation 
Act ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. World War II. Under Public Law 346, which is the 
World War II general bill, there are 28. 

The CHamrMan,. Twenty-eight under that one. All right. 

Mr. Ruopres. And there are 291 nonveterans not attending under a 
bill, and 242 Public Law 550, attending under the Korean GI bill. 

The Cuatmrman. I did not understand you. 

Mr. Ruoprs. I say there are 291 nonveterans not attending under the 
GI bill, and 242 Korean veterans attending under Public Law 550. 

The CHatmman,. 242 Korean veterans attending under Public Law 
ood. 

Mr. Ruopes. And 291 nonveterans, not attending under the GI bill. 

The Carman. What is the total ‘number of vete1 rans attending at 
the present, whose tuition is being paid by the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion? What does that total? 

Mr. Ruopes. Approximately 282. 

The CHarrman. 282. Are there any other questions? 

Tf not, thank you very much. You may stand aside. 
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At this time, the Chair will read into the record the following letter. 
It is on C and I Art School stationery, 245 East 23d Street, New York 
10,N. Y. It is dated January 16, 1956. 

Hon. Joun L, MCCLELLAN, 
Chairman, Permanent Subcommitee on Investigations of the 
Committee on Goverment Operations. 

Dear SENATOR McCLELLAN: Pursuant to your request, the bursar informs me 
that the total moneys paid by Veterans’ Administration since September 1947, to 
December 31, 1955, for the training of veterans under Public Law 346, 78th 
Congress, and Public Law 16, 78th Congress, for tuition fees, registration fees, 
and handling charges is $956,627.76. From September 1952, to December 1955, the 
total amount of moneys received by the school from veterans training under 
Public Law 550, 80th Congress, for tuition and registration fees, was $220,084.86. 
The total of these items is $1,176,712.62. The total number of veterans who have 
attended this school from September 7, 1947, to December 31, 1956, is 2,121. 

Respectfully yours, 
CHARLES F. McLean, Registrar. 

Mr. AversacH. Did you say those witnesses were both excused, sir? 

The Cuairman. They are excused for the present. We will let you 
know later in the day. 

Mr. Aversacu. Are you going to need them any more during the 
day? 

The Cuatrman. I do not know. For the present, they are excused 
from the stand. 

Mr. Herman Thomas, will you come forward, please ? 

Will you be sworn, Mr. Thomas? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate investigating subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Tuomas. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HERMAN E. THOMAS, ALLENTOWN, PA. 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your residence, and your present 
occupation to the reporter, please, sir. 

Mr. Tuomas. My name is Herman E. Thomas. I reside in Allen- 
town, Pa., and I am self-employed. I own and operate Herjean’s 
Chip Steak Co. in Allentown. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Thomas, were you a member of the Communist 
Party for a period of time? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir, I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. During what period of time ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Well, I joined the Communist Party in 1937, and left 
the party in 1939, when I found out what the true aims and purposes 
of the party were. Then in January of 1944, I was approached by two 
agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and asked if I would 
not cooperate with my Government in rejoining the Communist Party 
and report on their activities. As of April 1944, I was able to get 
into the Communist Party and remained in the party until May 6, 
1954, when I testified in the Smith Act trials in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time, of 1944-54, did you make 
periodic reports to the Federal Bureau of Investigation f 
Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir, I did, quite a few. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So you were a member of the Communist Party 
during this period of time at the request of the Government of the 
United States? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you made reports on the Communist Party 
activities to the United States Government ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. While you were a member of the Communist Party, 
did you have occasion to know Mr. Michael Freedland ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what his present occupation is? 

Mr. Tuomas. I think he is administrator of the Radio Television 
and Technical School on North Seventh Street in Allentown, Pa. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you also understand he is part owner of that 
school ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your relationship or how did you get to 
know Mr. Michael Freedland ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I first met Mike Freedland in, I think it was, 1951, 
when one of the Communist members of the party, a fellow by the 
name of Irving Riskin, introduced me to Mike Freedland, and asked 
if I wouldn’t attend a Progressive party in Philadelphia along with 
Mike Freedland, Dave Karol, and Irving Riskin. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say at that time, when he introduced 
you? 

’ Mr. Tuomas. He introduced me to Michael Freedland. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what was the next occasion of meeting Michael 
Freedland ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I recall that in the early part of 1952, Michael Freed- 
land approached me and asked me to drive to Philadelphia to pick up 
Howard Fast who was going to speak at a Lehigh Valley Progressive 
forum in Allentown. Mike said he was supposed to go down there 
and pick him up, but he couldn’t get away from the school, and asked 
if I would go down to pick up Howard Fast. I went down to Phila- 
delphia. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you picked up Howard Fast? 

Mr. Toomas. No. When I got to the office of Jack Zucker, who was 
at that time an official of the Civil Rights Congress, and a member 
of the Communist Party in Philadelphia, he told me that Fast was 
speaking at the Swarthmore College, and that he was going to drive 
directly to Allentown. I then took one of the girls who worked in 
Zucker’s office to Allentown, and I met Fast at the meeting in Allen- 
town. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mike Freedland at that meeting? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir; he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you see Mike Freedland quite often during this 
period of time of 1952, 1953? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir. In 1952, a steel organizer for the national 
commission of the Communist Party stayed overnight at Mike Freed- 
land’s home, and the next morning I picked up this Chaka—Chaka 
was his name, his right name was Charles Chaka—and we were to 
have a meeting that evening. Instead of him staying around the house 
all day, he drove with me on the route. That evening we met in the 
sun parlor of Mike Freedland’s home. Mike was not present at the 
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meeting, although the section organizer of the Communist Party, 
William Hood, a steelworker by the name of Joe Straka, Charles 
Chaka, and myself met. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you all meet at Mike Freedland’s home? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in the early part of 1952? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were these men with whom you met all members of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Joe Straka was not a member of the Communist 
Party. He was a sympathizer who worked in Bethlehem Steel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were the others members of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Tuomas. Definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did William Hood give you any information about 
Mike Freedland as being a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I can’t say that William Hood ever gave me any 
information as to Mike Freedland being a member of the Communist 
Party, but I would like to relate that in August of 1952 I had a 
prearranged meeting with William Hood where I was to pick him 
up and to attend a meeting at Mike Freedland’s home. 

Well, I met Bill Hood he said, “We are going over to Freedland’s 
home, and you are going to see someone that you have not seen for 
a long time. I am going to introduce this fellow as Sam to you.” 

When I arrived at Mike Freedland’s home, I was introduced to Sam, 
who I had known previously as Joseph Kuzma, one of the Smith 
Act defendants now out on bail in Philly. 

(At this point Senator McCarthy withdrew from the committee 
room. ) 

Mr. Tuomas. I also met a fellow by the name of Vic and I met 
a fellow by the name of Jack, who was William Powers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was Vic? 

Mr. Tuomas. Vic was Joe Roberts. He also was 1 of the 9 arrested 
in Philly under the Smith Act. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were all meeting at Mike Freedland’s home; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these 2 individuals, Vic and Sam, whose 2 
names were Robert and Joe Kuzma, were finally indicted and tried 
as Smith Act defendants in 1954? 

Mr. THomas. Yes. 

I would like to state also that Joe Roberts and Joseph Kuzma 
stayed overnight at Mike Freedland’s home. The next morning Mike 
Freedland called me and he asked me if these two fellows were trust- 
worthy, and I asked him why. He told me that he was missing 
some money. 

A few hours later, he called me back and apologized and stated 
that he had found the money. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there also a meeting for the defense of the 
Rosenbergs held at Mike Freedland’s home ¢ 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes; there was a meeting held at the home of Mike 
Freedland, to which there was invited a leftwing author from New 
York to speak on the Rosenberg case. 

At this meeting, there were about 17 people. There were two of 
them I wouldn’t know whether they were members of the Communist 
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Party or not, but we raised a little over a hundred dollars there at 
this meeting and at this meeting it was established that we would 
set up a committee for the defense of the Rosenbergs, and Mike’s wife 
was a member of that committee. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mike Freedland ever tell you that he had been 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. THomas. Yes. At one time, Mike Freedland told me he was 
a member of the Communist Party when he lived in Philly. An- 
other thing I would like to state is that William Hood, the section 
organizer of the Communist Party—as you know, as of September 
1950, the party went underground and we had quite a bit of difficulty 
getting literature and Communist material out of the district office 
of the party in Philadelphia. 

Mike Freedland used to pick up the literature at a place in Phila- 
delphia—the place I do not know. I know it was a person by the 
name of Rosa—he picked this stuff up from and would bring it up 
to his home where I would pick it up to distribute it to the Communist 
Party clubs. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know whether Mike Freedland knew Joe 
Kuzma? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes; Mike Freedland knew Joe Kuzma. I wouldn’t 
know whether he knew him under the name of Joe Kuzma or if he 
knew him under the name of Sam. He was introduced to Mike Freed- 
land as Sam. 

The Cuatrrman. As Sam? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would he know him as a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I might state this, as I stated before, that as of Sep- 
tember 1950, the party went underground, and only members of the 
Communist Party were exposed to the leaders of the party. 

Mr. Kennepy. And was Mike Freedland exposed to the leaders of 
the party ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes; he met the leaders of the party. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he gave every indication of his knowledge of 
Communist Party affairs, and his activities for the Communist Party, 
and of his knowledge in knowing Communist Party leaders, that he 
himself was a Communist ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I would think so. 

After 1948, there were no membership cards issued, so a person 
wouldn’t know who was a member of the party or not, unless he asso- 
ciated with him at meetings such as I described. 

M:. Kennepy. Did you ever discuss Communist Party activities 
with Mike Freedland ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever discuss them in his home? 

Mr. Tuomas, Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that if Mr. Mike Freedland should testify that 
he never discussed Communist Party activities with you, then you 
state that that testimony is not correct ? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he Sere Joseph Roberts as a member of the 
Communist Party? 
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Mr. Tuomas. Yes. I wouldn’t know if he knew Joseph Roberts as 
a member of the Communist Party as Joe Roberts. As I stated before, 
he was introduced to Mike as Vic. But I would like to say this, also: 
That during May of 1954, Mike Freedland, along with his wife, 
appeared at the trial in Philadelphia, where Joseph Roberts, Joseph 
Kuzma, and seven other Communists were being tried. 

The Cuarman. That, standing alone, would not necessarily have 
any significance. 

Mr. Tuomas. Only in this respect, Senator, that Mr. Thomas 
McBride, who was the defense counselor for the nine Communists, 
when I was on the stand on cross-examination, he asked me if I knew 
Mike and Sylvia Freedland. I told him that I did. 

He says: “Do you know them to be members of the Communist 
Party?” 

I told him that I never saw their membership cards, but that they 
had attended meetings of the Communist Party and had contributed 
to Communist Party fund drives. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the Chair will amend it. That statement 
standing alone would not necessarily carry any implication, but other 
background testimony that you gave would cause me to consider that 
a continuing link for what it is worth, with respect to definitely estab- 
lishing the fact that he was a Communist. 

Mr. Kennepy. You know that he knew Joe Roberts as Vic; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. He knew Vic? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And, therefore, in attending the trial, he knew that 
Vic and Joe Roberts were one and the same person; is that correct? 

Mr. Txomas. Well, their pictures, Vic’s picture appeared in the 
papers as Joseph Roberts as did Joe Kuzma, who I said before was 
introduced to Mike as Sam. 

The Cuarrman. Do you mean during the time of that trial their 
pictures appeared in the papers? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes. 

The Cuarmrman. And Mr. Freedland was attending the trial ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Mr. Freedland was at the trial ; yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. He was at the trial and their pictures appeared 
under the name with which you have identified them today / 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

The Cxarrman. So then if Mr. Freedland had only known them 
before by the name of Sam and Vic, then he was able to get informa- 
tion at that time as to the names of Roberts and Kuzma? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So he would be able then, from that information 
that he gained there, had he not known it all the time, to know that 
they are now so identified, and he could be, or should be, able to testify 
whether he knows them when you identify them by that name? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, there would be no question from 
what you know from that trial and his attendance, and the pictures 
carried in the press at that time, there could hardly be any doubt that 
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if he were asked the question, “Do you know Roberts or do you know 
Joe Kuzma?” that he would be prepared to answer in the affirmative ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I would think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. These individuals stayed overnight in his home; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Joseph Roberts on 1 occasion, and Joseph Kuzma 
on 2 occasions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Actually stayed overnight in Mike Freedland’s 
home ? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, in your estimation, if he states that he did not 
know these individuals, that would be false ? 

Mr. Tuomas. That would be false. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you also know a man by the name of Jack in 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, very well. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mike Freedland know Jack ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I think—he met him on several occasions. He was 
introduced to Jack in August 1952. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was Jack’s position in the Communist Party ? 
What was his true name? 

Mr. Tuomas. His true name was William Powers, and when Hood 
left the section, the Lehigh Valley section, as Communist Party or- 
ganizer, Powers took over as section organizer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mike Freedland ever keep any Communist Party 
material, organizational material, or literature in his home? 

Mr. THomas. Yes, sir; he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. So if he testifies that he never kept any such litera- 
ture in his home, that testimony is not correct ? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. How do you know that he kept that literature in his 
home during this period of 1952-53? 

Mr. Tuomas. As I stated before, I picked up literature at his home. 
He had a closet right off the sun porch where he kept this literature. 

On quite a few occasions, I delivered the Sunday Worker to Mike 
Freedland, who did not want to have it received by mail. 

On several occasions he picked it up at my place of business. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he have a name for that closet? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, he called it his subversive closet. 

The CHatrmMan. Are there any questions? 

If not, thank you very much. You may stand aside for the present. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, could he identify Michael Freedland ? 

The CHamrman. Before you leave the stand, could you view the 
audience and tell us whether Mr. Freedland, about whom you have 
been speaking, is sitting here ? 

Mr. Triomas. He is sitting right next to Mrs. Kennedy. 

The CuHatrman. Is that he standing? 

Mr. THomas. Yes. 

The CuHarrman. Come forward, Mr. Freedland. 

We will take a 3-minute recess. 

(A short recess was taken. Senators present at this time, Senator 
McClellan (chairman), and Senator Ervin.) 

The CHarrman. The committee will be in order. 





56 COMMUNIST OWNERSHIP OF GI SCHOOLS 


(Members of the committee present following the recess, Senator 
McClellan (chairman), and Senator Ervin.) 

The Cuamman. Mr. Freedland, come forward, please. 

Mr. Freedland, will you be sworn, please, sir ? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Investigating Subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL FREEDLAND 


The Cuarrman. Please state your name, your address, your present 
occupation. 

Mr. Freepitanp. My name is Michael Freedland, from Allentown, 
Pa., and I am the administrator of the Radio-Television Technical 
School. 

The CuarrMan. You have present with you an attorney of your own 
choice ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I do. 

The Cuarrman. The attorney will please identify himself for the 
record. 

Mr. Ren. David Rein, 711 14th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Freedland, you appeared before the committee 
in executive session and gave testimony yesterday ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes; 1 did. 

The Cuarrman. You were present here in the committee room this 
morning when the Chair read a statement of the purpose of this 
investigation ¢ 

Mr. FREEpLAND. I was, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You have been present and heard other witnesses 
testify, and, therefore, know the nature of the inquiry the committee 
is conducting ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right, Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who owns the Radio and Television School of Allen- 
town, Pa. ¢ 

Mr. Freeptanp. The Radio Television Technical School is owned 
by a partnership. The partners consist of myself, Mr. Albert Gerber, 
Mr. Raymond Freudberg, and Mr. Harry Galfand. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you repeat those names, please. 

Mr. Freepianp. Albert Gerber, Raymond Freudberg, and Harry 
Galfand. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isit a partnership, did you say ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. How is the partnership split? 

Mr. Freeptanp. Fifty percent of the interest is mine, and the other 
50 percent is divided among the other 3 partners. 

Mr. Kennepy. You own 50 percent and the other 3 partners own 
the other 50 percent ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Freepianp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are also administrator of the school? 

Mr. Freepianp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Freedland, could you tell us where you were 
born, the place and date of your birth ? 
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Mr. Freepianp. I was born in Philadelphia, May 17, 1916. 

Mr. Kennepy. And where did you go to school ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I went to school in Philadelphia. I went through 
the grade schools and high school in Philadelphia, and attended 
Temple University for 2 years, took courses at the Pennsylvania 
School of Social Work, and also at the University of Pennsylvania, 
and I have had a considerable amount of religious-training back- 


ground. 


Mr. Kennepy. Have you always lived in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Freep.anp. Yes, sir; excepting in recent years, the last 5 
or 6 years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I would like to confine this inquiry, this question- 
ing, to the period of the school, and I will be glad to answer any 
questions during that period. 

Prior to that I feel is irrelevant and has no bearing on the school 
operation. 

The Cuatrman. For the purpose of these hearings the committee 
is the judge of relevancy and the need or value of your testimony for 
purposes previously announced. Therefore the Chair instructs you 
to answer the question. Have you ever been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Sir, because there is a question in my mind about 
a possible—I don’t know the word—activity that I committed some- 
time 15 or 20 years ago, or thereabouts, I have no idea of the number 
of years, which is of a minor nature, I prefer to take the fifth amend- 
ment in answering any questions pertaining earlier than 1949. 

The Cuatrrman. Earlier than 1949 ? 

Mr. Freeptanp. There is a question in my mind about a particular 
activity. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Since January 1949, which is meretermetey 6 
months before the school was created, I was not a member of the Com- 
munist Party, and I am using that date only as an arbitrary date and 
for no other purpose. 

The Carman. Do you use that because of the fact that the Com- 
munist Party went underground about that time, and you do not recall 
the exact date that it went underground ? 

Mr. Frreepianp. No, sir; that is not the reason I am using it. 

The Cuarrman. Why are you using that date? 

Mr. Freepianp. I explained, there is a question in my mind about 
an activity, a particular activity in my background that I do not wish 
to discuss, and which might have a tendency to incriminate me. 

The CuatrMan. You recognize the right and responsibility of Gov- 
ernment to have some information regarding the background of people 
it contracts with, do you not? 

Mr. Freepianp. I do. 

The Cuatrman. Then in recognizing that, you still desire to with- 
hold any information about your past associations with communism or 
Communists, or being a cab of the Communist Party prior to 1949? 
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Mr. Freepianp. I didn’t say that I was a member of the Communist 
Party prior to 1949, sir. I said there is some information that might 
have a tendency to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrman. I said information regarding it. Information 
regarding it could be no, that you were not amember. Iam just asking. 

You are unwilling, notwithstanding the responsibility of-Govern- 
ment to try to know something about the background of people it 
contracts with, you are still unwilling to give information one way or 
the other with respect to your background during that time? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir; under the conditions of my explanation 
for so doing. 

The Cuarrman. All right ; proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Herman Thomas? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you happen to meet Herman Thomas ? 

Mr. Freepianp. As I explained to you yesterday, I wasn’t sure of 
the circumstances of how I got to meet him. I have searched my mind. 
I thought it was at some gathering, a party, where he was in attend- 
ance. But he gave contrary information, and I will not deny that, and 
hold that in abeyance until my better judgment gives me a better 
answer. 

I don’t remember how I originally met him. 

mr. Kennepy. You saw him frequently during 1952 and 1953, and 
1954 % 

Mr. Freepianp. Well, I can’t tell you how frequently I saw him. 
Sometimes I thought he was a member of my family. He used to 
practically lodge at my house. He would be there frequently. He 
would come round every time in his truck, bring steaks in, bring little 
gifts to the children, and if I did have occasion to go to the store, he 
would insist on my children getting ice-cream sodas and not charging 
anything, and I considered him one of the best friends [ had in Allen- 
town. 

I had recently moved there, and knew very few people, and he in- 
gratiated me, and I was thankful to have a friend like that, who I 
thought was a real friend. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he ever tell you he was a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Frreptanp. To my best recollection, he never said anything 
about being a member of the Communist Party. I don’t recall him 
ever saying anything like that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Might he have said it to you? 

Mr. Freeptanp. I will repeat my answer. I don’t ever recall him 
having said it. I don’t know that he might. 

Mr. Kennepy. It would be something that would be quite unusual, 
wouldn’t it, if somebody would tell you that he was a member of the 
Communist Party? This was during, or after the Korean war. 

Mr. Freepianp. The fact that I don’t recall perhaps would indi- 
cate that he didn’t. But I wouldn’t say for certainty. I didn’t keep 
records. I didn’t keep any records of these things. 

I am resorting to memory. He apparently is taking in to account 
reports which he may or may not have made up, or may have manu- 
factured. 

I might say now that there has been some evidence which he has 
presented here, and which he has been presenting practically every 6 
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months before a committee against me, which is absolutely false, and 
IT have evidence to prove it. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is that? 

Mr. Freeptanp. He placed me at a meeting where I couldn’t pos- 
sibly have been. He said it 2 or 3 times, and I have gotten medical 
verification of the fact that I was sick in bed and could not have pos- 
sibly been at this Howard Fast meeting. 

He has some written statements to that effect. 

Mr. Kennepy. During 1952, did you know Mr. Jack Zucker? 

Mr. Freeptanp. I heard of the name. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never met him? 

Mr. Freeptanp. No. I don’t know him personally. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know a man by the name of Vic? 

Mr. Freeptanp. Relying on the testimony, as I heard from Mr. 
Thomas, and testimony that he has given frequently every few 
months concerning the same story, I must admit that I have heard this 
name referred to. He has referred to it constantly, and by virtue of 
that fact alone, I assume that it represents one of the people who he 
brought over to the house. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then he has been able to refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Freeptanp. Somewhat, but I can’t identify him personally. 
I wouldn’t know him if I met him in a street or if I fell over him. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never saw his picture in the paper? 

Mr. Freepitanp. No, sir. He said we saw pictures. I don’t recall 
having seen it. It may have been. There was a lot of to-do about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You weren’t interested enough ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I was interested, and I was reading about it, but I 
don’t recall it. Perhaps I missed the issue where they had it. They 
certainly didn’t have it in every single newspaper, as I recall it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know a man by the name of Sam ? 

Mr. Freepianp. It is the same answer to that. 

(At this point Senator McCarthy entered the committee room. ) 

Mr. Freepianp. I have heard the name mentioned, and that is about 
the extent of it. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s see if you can remember some of them, some 
of them he did not identify. Gan you tell us the names of those who 
frequented your house with him, as you say? Can you name anyone, 
and will you name them ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Well, he mentioned William Hood. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Freepianp. I did remember being introduced. He called me 
over to his house one time, for lunch, presumably, or some other reason 
I forget, and it was during the day, and he said, “How about coming 
over?” 

I came over and he said, “I want you to meet William Hood.” 

The CuarrmMan. You mean Mr. Thomas called you over to his home 
to meet Mr. Hood ? 

Re Freepianp. Yes, sir; he called me up on the phone, as I recall 
that. 

The Cuarrman. Did Mr. Hood visit you in your home? 

Mr. Freeptanp. He brought him over; yes. Mr. Hood has been at 
my house. I don’t know on how many occasions. 
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The Cuarrman. How many others can you remember and identify, 
since you do not identify specifically Vic and Sam by their right 
names, or by the names that were later disclosed ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Sir, let me clarify this, if I may, and give you some 
background as to how these things developed. 

As I said, we had no contacts of knowing anyone in Allentown. We 
moved there. This man took a vital interest in our welfare to see 
that he would be our very good friend. He used to come around the 
house and tell us about his troubles, his children, his wife, how his wife 
insisted on having wall-to-wall carpeting and he couldn’t afford it, 
and he used to cry on our shoulders on these things. 

Finally, I might also relate the incident I told you of yesterday. 
There was a time when I was considering going into doing some in- 
surance business, and he volunteered to send me to prospective cus- 
tomers, people who were agents, who might be able to help me. 

The CuatrmMan. You didn’t resent that, did you? 

Mr. Freepianp. No, sir; I felt he was the best friend I had. I 
would give him the blank check with my signature on it if he asked 
me for it. 

The Cuatrrman. In fact, you were of the closest confidence at that 
time; were you not ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know what other confidence he had, but I 
considered him 

The Cuarrman. You know your part of it? 

Mr. Freepianp. I felt that he was a fellow that was really inter- 
ested. He seemed to be very fond of my kids, and he would come 
around frequently and leave meats there and refuse to take money 
for it. 

We would have to argue with him to get paid. 

The CHatrmMaAn. Was that at a time when he was getting this Com- 
munist literature from you? 

Mr. Freeptanp. I don’t recall taking—he may have left some 
magazine or something to read, and without even looking at the darn 
thing, just leave it there. 

The CHatrman. I am not talking about what he left there. I am 
talking about what he came there and got. 

Mr. Freeptanp. I don’t recall any such thing, getting any literature 
from me. 

(At this point Senator Ervin withdrew from the committee room.) 

The Cuarrman. That was in 1952, It is around three and a half 
or 4 years ago. You know whether you were keeping Communist 
literature there for distribution at that time. Were you? 

Mr. Freepianp. I know of keeping no Communist literature for 
distribution. 

The Cuatrman. You what? 

Mr. Freepianp. I know of keeping no Communist literature for 
distribution. 

The Cuarrman. Did you keep it there for any other purpose? 

Mr. Freepianp. No; I didn’t keep any Communist literature that 
1 knew was Communist literature. 

The CuHarrmMan. Were you not a Communist at that time ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Absolutely not. 

The Custrman. You deny that you were at that time? 
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Mr. Freepianp. Absolutely, I was not a Communist from January 
1, 1949, to the present time. 

The CuarrMan. Do you deny that you were a Communist prior to 
January 1, 1949? 

Mr. Freep.anp. Sir, I answered that question previously. I will 
stick by my same answ er 

The Cuamman. What is your answer / 

Mr. Frreepianp. I said that there is a possibility that I may have 
committed a minor indiscretion prior to that time. 

The Cuatmrman. You do? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir, and I would like to be excused from 
answering that question on the basis of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. All right. You invoke the fifth amendment to the 
question that I asked you? 

Mr. FREEDLAND. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Are you willing to tell us whether you were ever 
a Communist, or not / 

Mr. Freepianp. The same answer I previously gave. 

The Cuairman. That is, you want to invoke the fifth amendment to 
that ? 

Mr. FRrEepLAND. That is correct, sir. 

The CHairman. You do invoke it? 

Mr. Freeptanp. For the record, I want to indicate that I have 
objection to answering those questions on the grounds of relevancy. 

The Carman. Those objections are overruled. 

Mr. Freepianp. It is just so the record will state that. 

The Cuarrman. If you want to invoke the fifth amendment, that 
is your privilege. 

Mr. Freepianp. All right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. But I want to make it clear that that is what you 
are invoking and not raising some other objection to pertinency or 
the question of relevancy in this investigation. 

Then while you will not answer those questions, you invoke the 
fifth amendment, with respect to any of mes Communist activities or 
associations prior to a date in 1949, yet you are willing to testify 
positively and under oath that you have not been a member of the 
Communist Party since? 

Mr. Freepianp. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Why do you feel it necessary to draw a line at that 
time and not invoke the fifth amendment since then ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Because of a possible indiscretion which I may have 
committed. I am not sure of the time element, the dates, or some other 
factors. 

The CuarrmMan. Could you put that line back further than in 1949, 
if it was some little indiscretion, as you refer to it? Could you put it 
back further than that? 

You obviously remember the time of the indiscretion. 

Mr. Freeptanp. Well, I see no reason for it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You see no reason for it? 

Mr. Freepianp. Frankly, I don’t recall the time element and some 
of the details. 

Senator McCarray. What was the indiscretion, joining the Com- 
munist Party ? 
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Mr. Freepianp. I didn’t say that, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Well, was that it ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I didn’t say that. 

Senator McCarruy. Well, I ask you. 

Mr. Freepuanp. I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment to 
answer that question. 

Senator McCarruy. You think it is a little minor indiscretion to 
join a conspiracy against this Nation and then not tell us? 

Mr. Freeptanp. I think it is a major indiscretion to join in a con- 
spiracy that uses force and violence. 

Senator McCarruy. Are you willing to give the FBI the names of 
all those you knew in the Communist Party? — 

Mr. Freepianp. I never said I was in the Communist Party. 

Senator McCarruy. Well, were you in the Communist Party? 

Mr. Freepianp. I answered that question of Senator McClelland’s, 
sir. 

Senator McCarruy. By refusing to answer ? 

Mr. Freepianp. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator McCarrny. In 1942, weren’t you actually in the Commu- 
nist underground ¢ 

Mr. Freep.anp. I never said that, sir. I deny that. 

Senator McCarruy. You deny that? 

Mr. FrEeepuanp. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you remember in August of 1952 there was 
a man called Vic, whose real name was Joe Roberts, a man called Sam, 
whose real name was Joe Kuzma, and a man called Jack, whose name 
was William Powers, all of whom were being sought by the FBI? 
And they had a meeting at your home. Your wife served lunch to 
them in the kitchen; you put two of them up for the night, Sam and 
Vic, men who were hiding from the FBI in the Communist under- 
ground. Do you remember that? 

Mr. Freepianp. I think before you came in, Senator, we went over 
that information, and I revealed it to Senator McClellan. I gave the 
details of that. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the Chair will say that the Senator was not 
present, and the question was not covered as fully as that, so you may 
answer the question. 

Senator McCarruy. Answer that question, will you, sir? 

Mr. Freepianp. | will be glad to, sir. 

As I stated, Mr. Thomas ingratiated himself with me, and he asked 
me to put up these people as friends of his. He brought them in. He 
frequently brought 1 or 2, and sometimes I wasn’t even home. He had 
free access to my house, practically. 

Senator McCarruy. Didn’t you know they were members of the 
Communist underground in hiding ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I know of no such thing. 

Senator McCarruy. Didn’t you know Thomas was a Communist ? 

Mr. Freep.anp. No, sir; I had no such evidence. 

Senator McCarruy. Didn’t he ever talk to you about his Communist 
activities ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t recall his ever having said anything about 
his Communist activities. 

Senator McCarruy. Why don’t you today frankly tell us when you 
joined the Communist conspiracy, when you left it, and why? Just 
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be completely frank. We cannot believe your other answers when 
you hide behind the fifth amendment on the Communist conspiracy. 

Why don’t you tell us? 

Mr. Freepianp. I am telling you everything that I can possibly tell 
you without incriminating myself, or possibly incriminating myself. 

Senator McCarrny. Are you ashamed of the fact that you were a 
Communist ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I never said I was a Communist. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you think a man should be ashamed of the 
fact that he was a Communist ? 

Mr. FRreEpLAND. Perhaps. It depends on the nature of the man. 
There are some people who aren’t, and there are some who are. 

Senator McCarruy. You understand if you were not a Communist, 
it would not incriminate you to say “No, I am not a Communist.” 
You understand that, don’t you? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, I suppose so. 

Senator McCarrnuy. You understand that, good. So we arrive at 
an understanding. 

So when you say, “I can’t answer, it would incriminate me if I 
answered,” that is the same as telling the committee “I was a Com- 
munist.” 

I wonder if you would not just tell us when you joined, when 
you left, and whe. If you are no longer a member, you should tell 
us why you left. 

Mr. Freeptanp. I didn’t say that I was a member, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. Yes, you did say you were a member, when 
you said it would incriminate you. 

Mr. Frerep.anp. I said there was 

Senator McCarrny. That is, if you answered that truthfully. That 
is saying that you were a member. 

Mr. FREEDLAND. Well, Senator McCarthy, I know you are a pretty 
smart man, you can tangle me up easily. I am trying to speak as a 
nonlegal man. I am not a lawyer. 1 am answering this question 
in a nontechnical sense. I hope you can appreciate that I am not 
equipped to tangle with you. You can handle it better than I can. 
I am not tryin 

Senator McCarrmy. You are not tangling with me. 1 am trying 
to get some simple facts from you. 

etting back to this other question just for a minute, you say that 
when the members of the Communist underground, Vic, Sam, and 
Jack, met in your home, when you put some of them up overnight, 
men who were fugitives from the FBI, that you did not know that, 
you thought they were just nice, innocent neighbors, who wanted to 
sleep at your house ? 

Mr. Freeptanp. Sir, I thought I went into that before you came 
in a little while ago. 

Here is a man who was constantly talking about steel unions. He 
was active. He was always talking about steel, steel, steel, and I 
don’t know the first thing about steel. I never saw the steel plant, 
and I don’t know just about. where to find it if I had to drive over. 

He is constantly talking about organizing or some other union 
activity. I don’t goasking questions. I was busy. 

Most of these as ag was not even home; I was in the office 
working. 
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Senator McCarruy. Were you a Communist in 1940? 

Mr. Freepianp. I refuse to answer that question for the grounds 
which I previously stated. 

Senator McCarruy. 1941? 

Mr. Freepianp. The same answer, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. 1942? 

The Cuamman. You will answer it, even if you intend to invoke 
the fifth amendment. If you will answer promptly, we can proceed 
faster. 

Mr. Freepianp. All right, sir. 

1942 to—wait a minute. From 1942 to 1946 I was in the service. 

Senator McCarruy. Were you a Communist in 1942? 

Mr. Freepianp. The same answer. My memory doesn’t recollect 
that particular incident which I don’t care to disclose at the moment. 

Senator McCarrny. Are you invoking the fifth amendment? 

Mr. FrREEDLAND. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarry. 1943? 

Mr. FreepiAnp. I was in the service. 

Senator McCarruy. Were you a Communist in 1943 ? 

Mr. Frreptanp. No, sir. 

Senator McCartuy. You were not? 

Mr. Freepianp. No, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. 1944? 

Mr. Freepianp. No, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. 1945? 

Mr. Freepianp. No, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. 1946? 

Mr. Freepianp. I can definitely state—— 

Senator McCarruy. Were you a Communist in 1946? 

Mr. Freepianp. I invoke the fifth amendment on that. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair orders you to answer. By answering as 
to other years prior to the time—— 

Mr. Freepitanp. Of course, I am certain of my activities during 
those other years, sir. I was in the service and I know just where 
I was. 

The CuarrMan. You can be certain whether you were a Communist 
the rest of the time. 

Mr. Freepianp. I know nothing about the rest. I am trying to 
make my recollection on dates, and I feel that to answer the question 
would——— 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question with 
respect to the year 1946, whether you were a Communist that year. 

Mr. FreepLAnp. I invoke the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. 1947. 

Mr. Freepianp. The same answer. 

Senator McCartuy. 1948. 

Mr. Freeptanp. The same answer. 

Senator McCarruy. 1949? 

Mr. Freepianp. No, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. Then you know you dropped out between 1948 
and 1949? 

Mr. Freepianp. I will take the fifth amendment on that, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Counsel ? 
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Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the Lehigh Valley Progres- 
sive Forum? 

Mr. Freepianp. The who? 

Mr. Kennepy. The Lehigh Valley Progressive Forum. 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t recall it even. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t recall that at all? 

Mr. Freepianp. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever met Howard Fast ? 

Mr. FreepLANb. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never talked to Howard Fast? 

Mr. Freep.anp. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever make arrangements for Howard Fast 
to come to speak ¢ 

Mr. Freeptanp. Not that I can recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. You can recall whether you had or not? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t recall making any arrangements. 

Mr. Kennepy. You know you never met him. You know you never 
talked to him. Can you answer unequivocally that you never made 
any arrangements for him to come and speak ¢ 

Mr. Freeptanp. Unless someone had discussed it or said he was 
going to come and speak, and that can be interpreted as making ar- 
ri angements, that is why I can’t recall exactly what side of the fence 
that would be. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have discussions with people about his 
coming to speak ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I knew that he was coming to speak. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, were you planning to attend the meeting when 
he was going to speak ¢ 

(At this point Senator Ervin entered the committee room.) 

Mr. Freeptanp. I might have. 

Mr. Kennepy. You might have been planning to attend? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes. It was advertised. It was an open meet- 
ing. It was nothing 

Mr. Kennepy. So you might have told Herman Thomas that you 
were planning to attend; is that correct ? 

Mr. Freep.anp. I don’t recall that. It is just a possibility. I don’t 
remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. For what reason were you going to hear Howard 
Fast speak ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. As I understand it, he was going to review a book 
that he had just written. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever understand that he was a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know for certain whether he was or not. 
[ have no way of knowing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know that he had served a prison term for 
contempt of Congress ¢ 

Mr. Freep.anp. I believe 1 had read something about it. I don’t 
know whether I knew it at that time, but I don’t know the area in 
which I found that out. 

Mr. Kennepy. When he was planning to speak and you were plan 
ning to attend, did aut wife bake a pude ling to give to Howard Fast / 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know. You will have to ask her. I don’t 
remember. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you recall that happening / 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t remember anything. 

Mr. Kennepy. But it might have happened ? 

Mr. Freepitanp. My wife is very generous, and very hospitable. 
I wouldn’t put it past her. She is always making dinners. 

Mr. Kennepy. You think it is very possible that she might have 
baked a pudding to give to Howard Fast that night when he spoke? 

Mr. Freep.anp. It is conceivable. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that it was the kind of pudding 
that Howard Fast particularly liked and that she was baking for 
him? 

Mr. Freeptanp. That doesn’t sound—lI can’t answer that authenti- 
cally, but I don’t know whether my wife had ever known Howard 
Fast or whether she knew who he was. 

I know nothing about the pudding incident, so I am just conjectur- 
ing now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you remember that that was the reason that she 
was making this pudding, because he liked a particular kind of 
pudding ¢ 

Mr. Freep.anp. I don’t know the details of ee incident. 

(At this point Senator McCarthy withdrew from the committee 
room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any meeting for the defense of the 
Rosenbergs at your home? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know there was a meeting. No, I don’t 
recall any meeting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, did you have anything for the Rosenbergs? 

Mr. FreepLanb. There was a—well, a little party, for raising funds 
for clemency; my wife was particularly upset about the children dur- 
ing that period. She had gotten information. She was concerned. 
We had heard our particular rabbi mention it from the pulpit Friday 
night. We read ho the Pope’s interest, and a number of promi- 
nent people, and particularly the fact that there were two children 
that were made orphans. 

I don’t know if they expressed anything about guilt or innocence. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not asking you why. I am just asking you 
what you did. 

Mr. Freep.tanv. All right. We will take two answers at once, then. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you? 

Mr. Freepianv. Did I what? 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a meeting in your home? 

Mr. Freepuanp. We had a little party there; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. To raise money for the defense of the Rosenbergs ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know that it was so much to raise funds 
for the Rosenbergs as someone had written to my wife and asked if he 
couldn’t come down and could she invite a few people for him to ex- 
plain the issues of clemency. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is he? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yuri Suhl, who is an author. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were there members of the Communist Party in 
attendance at this meeting at your home? 

Mr. Freeptanp. I don’t know that, sir. I don’t ask everybody 
whether they are Communists or not. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t you know of your own knowledge that some 
of these people who attended this meeting were members of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Freep.anp. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t Herman Thomas tell you that he was a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not asking you that. Did he, or didn’t he? 

Mr. Freepianv. I don’t recall his saying that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you deny that he told you that he was a member 
of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Freep.anp. I say that I don’t recall. If I say that I deny it, 
he is liable to say that he told me. He has made other inaccurate state- 
ments, and I don’t want to jeopardize and take that chance. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that an accurate statement, that he told you that 
he was a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I didn’t say that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just tell me. Did he tell you, or didn’t he tell you ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know. I say I don’t know whether it is an 
inaccurate statement or not. 

Mr. Kennepy. This would have impressed you. It was during : 
critical time. 

Mr. Freeptanp. I don’t recall. I don’t want to condemn him. I 
just don’t recall these things. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he discuss Communist Party activities with you ¢ 

Mr. Freep.anp. I don’t recall Communist Party activities. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Thomas, did you ever tell Mr. Freedland you 
were a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever discuss Communist Party activities and 
Communist Party philosophy during this period ? 

Mr. Tuomas. I don’t know if it was actually philosophy, but I dis- 
cussed problems of the Communist Party in the Lehigh Valley with 
Mr. Freedland. 

Mr. Kennepy. And problems in connection with the Communist 
Party activities ? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And this happened on more than one occasion ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you told him at least on the one occasion that 
you were a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that testimony correct, Mr. Freedland ? 

Mr. Freepianp. May I answer that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Errepianp. I do recall hearing him make a little speech once at 
our synagogue men’s club. It seems there was a speaker there who 
had spoken against Russia, and Herman Thomas got up and made a 
lot of tirades defending Russia there at the men’s club. 

It seemed so unusual. That sticks out in my mind. I remember 
that time. He was up there giving a lot of figures and statistics in 
defense of Russia, and no one else made any comment excepting 
Herman Thomas. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did he ever discuss any Communist Party affairs 
with you? ; 

Mr. Freeptanp. Communist Party affairs? I don’t recall any Com- 
munist Party affairs. 

If you are going to call the Rosenberg thing a Communist Party 
affair, I don’t remember whether he had anything to do with it, or 
whether he said anything. 

Mr. Kennepy. Here you were in contact with 4 very notorious 
Communists, 3 of them underground, fleeing from the FBI, you were 
in contact with Herman Thomas, and he claims that he told you 
he was a member of the Communist Party, and you had these various 
meetings in your home. 

He claims also that you were distributing literature. You say you 
never knew anything about what was going on. 

Mr. Freepianp. He touched on something and I would like to elab- 
orate, this business of this money that my wife though she was miss- 
ing. It was on the bureau and she looked for it and it wasn’t there. 
At a later date, she called him up and she was very concerned. He 
came up and he assured us, he said, “I have known this one fellow 
for over 20 years and I know he is one of the nicest guys. You don’t 
have to worry. I know he wouldn’t take money like that.” 

That is the story that stuck out. He reminded me of it at the time 
that the money was missing. 

I didn’t know anything about their being Communists. He didn’t 
say they were Communists or notorious characters or anything like 
that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you attend the Smith Act trials in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I was there when he went up for cross-examination, 
after he had mentioned my name. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you happen to come? 

Mr. Freepitanp. Because he mentioned my name the previous day, 
and I wanted to get the record straight, and I contacted the defense 
attorney, and told him that I felt that there were some inaccuracies 
in some of the things he was saying. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were that interested, you contacted the de- 
fense attorney, but you never knew what any of the defendants looked 
like? 

Mr. Freepianp. I saw them from a distance. When you asked me 
that question yesterday, I was thinking in terms of during the period 
prior to this one section that troubled me after I left, I wasn’t com- 
pletely clear on it. 

He had identified them at the hearing. He said the same thing that 
he is saying today. He had said the very same thing. 

During that period, I don’t know whether it was so or not. I don’t 
know whether they were the people. 

As a matter of fact, I don’t know whether I had a conversation 
with any of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had these people stay at your home, and you 
saw them at the trial? 

Mr. FreepiaNnp. He brought them in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whatever the reason was, they stayed at your home? 

Mr. Freepianp. You mean at the trial? I didn’t testify in the trial. 

wasn’t up there. I was in the back of the room. The defendants 
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were sitting with their heads toward us at the time, and then we left. 

Senator Ervin. You reported to the counsel. Thomas was a wit- 
ness for the Government in the case in Philadelphia, was he not? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t understand you. 

Senator Ervin. Thomas was a witness for the prosecution, a Gov- 
ernment witness in the Philadelphia trial. 

Mr. Freepuanp. That is right. 

Senator Ervin. And you called counsel for the defense and told 
counsel for the defense that some of the testimony that he gave was 
not true ¢ 

Mr. Freep_tanp. There was a question; yes. 

Senator Ervin. And you were requested by the counsel for the de- 
fense to come to the courtroom; were you not ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. No. 

Senator Ervin. You did go to the courtroom the next day / 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes. 

Senator Ervin. And notwithstanding the fact that you told coun- 
sel for the defense in that case that some of the testimony which 
Thomas had given as a witness ior the Government was not true, the 
counsel for defense never did put you on the stand to contradict his 
testimony ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. That is correct. I didn’t know what his technique 
was or why he did it. I have no way—— 

Senator Ervin. You are not answering my question. You under- 
stood the question; did you not ‘ 

Mr. Freepianp. He didn’t put me on the stand. 

Senator Ervin. You did not testify 

Mr. Freepianp. That is right, sir. 

Senator Ervin. And counsel for the defense did not ask you to 
testify, notwithstanding the fact that you say you could have refuted 
some of Mr. Thomas’ testimony ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. Well, that particular point; yes. 

Senator Ervin. And that testimony was about these people being in 
your house ¢ 

Mr, Freeptanp. Wait a minute. Let me get the sequence correct 
there, Senator. He asked him—oh, the question was that he had 
implied during the questioning, I want to get this straight—he had 
implied on his direct examination that I was in attendance at the 
meetings. He had built the whole thing up as though I was there, 
and it wasn’t very clear as to whether | was at the meetings or whether 
1 was a Communist, and there were a lot of questions that were left 
hanging, that by innuendo indicated that I was all the things that 
i was not at that particular instance he was describing, and it was 
for that reason that I went and then in cross-examination he placed 
me at that particular meeting. 

Senator Ervin. And at the meeting where the defendants were 
alleged to have been. 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes. 

Senator Ervin. And you were able to testify that you were not 
there, and yet you were never put on the stand to contradict Mr. 
Thomas’ testimony ? 

Mr. Freepianp. That is right. He admitted it later and said that I 
wasn’t. The defense attorney had drawn it out. 

Mr. Krennepy. Said you were not what ? 
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Mr. Freepianp. That I was not at the meetings that he described. 

Mr. Kennepy. You mean the meetings in your basement? 

Mr. Freep_anp. In my recreation room. 

Mr. Kennepy. That the meetings took place and you were upstairs ? 

Mr. Freepitanp. Yes. He made it sound sinister and called it a 
cellar and everything else. Actually, as I recall, there was a time they 
went down in the recreation room. Our house was being painted. It 
was for that reason, the place is fixed up. He created a whole item 
there that made it look as though it was all 

Mr. Kennepy. The fact that the leaders of the Communist Party 
had been underground for years and had a meeting in your basement, 
he tried to make that look sinister ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know. I am conjecturing on that. 

Senator Ervin. And you never took the witness stand to testify that 
no such meetings occurred at your house? 

Mr. Freeptanp. No, sir; I didn’t say that. I said I had not been 
in attendance at those meetings. 

Senator Ervin. Could you not deny that the meetings occurred in 
your basement ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know what kind of a meeting it was. He 
brought fellows. I am acknowledging that. 

Senator Ervin. Is it possible that they could hold conventions in 
your basement and you not know anything about it? 

Mr. Freeptanp. I didn’t say I didn’t know anything about it. I 
knew he had fellows there. He was not talking about it. We never 
questioned about what he was going to do. 

Senator Ervin. If Mr. Thomas brought people to your house, those 
men you afterwards found out were the men in Philadelphia on trial ? 

Mr. Freeptanp. That was some of them; yes. 

Senator Ervin. And they held a meeting in your basement ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes. 

Senator Ervin. And you did not know what they were meeting for ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I found that out from Mr. Thomas’ statement when 
he testified ; yes. 

Senator Ervin. But you did not have enough curiosity at the time 
of their holding the meeting in your house to make inquiry ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t think I was even home. I may have been 
at the office working; I am not sure. I am perfectly frank. He was 
in the house all the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never knew of them having any meetings in 
your basement ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I am not saying I didn’t know he had meetings. 
He was talking and said he was going to bring a few fellows over. He 
was telling me once that he couldn’t bring them to his house, because 
his wife was nervous. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were at the office? 

Mr. Freepianp. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you were home when these meetings would take 

lace? 
‘ Mr. Freepianp. I don’t think there were more than 1 or 2 times 
when these meetings took place. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you go to the United States attorney or the 
FBI and tell them that these meetings were taking place in your 
basement and that what Mr. Thomas said was correct ? 
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Mr. Freep.anp. Did I call them? I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. You called up the defense attorney. Did you call 
up the FBI? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t think there was an issue on it. 

Mr. Kennepy. It perhaps would have been a help to Mr. Thomas. 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know the nature of the meetings and still 
don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said that the leaders of the Communist Party 
were meeting in your basement. 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know anything about that, about there 
being leaders of the Communist Party or otherwise. 

Mr Kennepy. You said you knew when you attended the trial. 

Mr. Freepianp. I said I didn’t even recognize these fellows. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Freedland. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Juliana. 

Mr. Jun1ana. The indication here is that the Sam who attended 
a couple of these meetings we are talking about was Joe Kuzma. 
Did you later learn by reading the newspapers or some other way 
that Joe Kuzma was indicted in Philadelphia for violation of the 
Smith Act and actually stood trial; did you learn that? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir; I read that in the papers, from his testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Jutiana. Subsequent to the arrest of Joe Kuzma, did not Joe 
Kuzma come to your house in Allentown and stay for 2 days at your 
insistence, and you knew that he was there ? 

Mr. Freep.anp. I didn’t know any such person as Joe Kuzma to 
come—— 

Mr. Jut1ana. Did Sam come to your house after his arrest and 
stay for 2 days? 

Mr. Freepianp. After his arrest? I don’t recall any such thing. 
I don’t recall any such thing. 

Mr. Juri1ana. Did you know Sam later as Joe Kuzma? 

Mr. Freepianp. From the newspaper accounts, from Mr. Thomas’ 
testimony. 

Mr. Juxiana. Did that man come to your house and stay for 2 days 
after he was arrested in Philadelphia, Pa.? 

Mr. Freeptanp To the best of my knowledge, I don’t recall any 
such thing. 

Mr. Juiiana. Do you deny that he came to your house? 

Mr. Freep.anp. To my recollection at this time, I can’t recall his 
coming there after his indictment and trial. 

Mr. Jvtrana. But you do not deny it? You do not deny it? 

Mr. Freeptanp. I can’t affirm it. I don’t know what 

Mr. Juniana. I am speaking of after his arrest. Between the time 
that he was arrested and he actually went to trial, did Sam, later 
known to you as Joe Kuzma, come to your house in Allentown and 
stay for 2 days? 

Mr. Freepianp. To the best of my recollection, I never saw him after 
that time. 

Mr. Jurzana. But you do not categorically deny that he stayed 
there ¢ 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know. 

Mr. Jun1ana. Do you know a woman in Philadelphia by the name 


of Rosa ? 
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Mr. Freepianp. I know several of them. 

Mr. Juxrana. Did you pick up Communist Party literature from 
Rosa in Philadelphia at the insistence of Bill Hood ? 

Mr. Freepianp. No, sir; I don’t recall ever going such a thing. 

Mr. Juniana. Did you take literature receiv ed from Rosa in Phila- 
delphia back to Allentown where you distributed it or give it to 
Herman Thomas to distribute / 

Mr. Freeptanp. I don’t recall any such thing. 

Senator Ervin. Is it possible you could have done that and forgot- 
ten about it ? 

Mr. Freepianp. No, sir: I wouldn’t do it. 

Senator Ervin. You are swearing, then, that you did not do it? 

Mr. Freepianp. I wouldn’t do such a thing, if I knew that it was 
literature like that. 

Senator Ervin. Well, did you get any materials from Philadelphia 
from anybody named Rosa to take to Allentown ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t know whether I got anything. Gee, whiz, I 
would have to go back. When? What period? I don’t know whether 
I picked up anything. 

Senator Ervin. I am talking about any time. 

Mr. Freeptanp. To the best of my recollection, I don’t recall getting 
anything. I don’t remember picking up anything. 

Senator E RVIN. Your recollection is pretty good. Have you a pretty 
good memory ? 

Mr. Freepian. I guess I have an average. 

Senator Ervin. Is your forgetter better than your memory ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I don’t make a practice about making notes about 
these things, Senator. I remember reasonably well, I suppose, but I 
didn’t keep records of these things. Here is a man that kept records 
here and he reported an inaccuracy which I can prove. 

Senator Ervrn. Is it possible that over a period of time you could 
have gone from Allentown to Philadelphia and received literature 
from someone named Rosa and carried it back to Allentown and not 
remembered it ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Offhand, I would say no. 

Senator Ervin. Then you say you did not get any such literature? 

Mr. Freepianp. To my best recollection. He can say I did, 
and I-—— 

Senator Ervry. I am not asking him; I am asking you. 

Mr. Freepianp. I am answering that question. That is in relation 
to what he could say, too. I don’t remember, and he is saying an op- 
posite statement. 

Senator Ervin. What I am trying to get at is do you swear it did 
not occur? 

Mr. Freepianp. It is my best recollection it didn’t occur. 

The Cuarrman. I have one or two other questions, sir. First, be- 
fore I proceed to interrogate you about your school, you heard the 
testimony about a closet in which you kept this literature that was re- 
ferred to as your subversive closet. Do you want to make any com- 
ment about that? 

Mr. Freepianp. I think it is ridiculous. 

The Cuamman. You think it is ridiculous? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Even if true? 
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Mr. Freepianp. I didn’t say it was true. I just don’t recall any- 
thing. 

The Cuatrman. You referred to it as ridiculous. Do you want 
to deny it? 

Mr. Freeptanp. Yes, sir. I deny that. 

The CHarrman. You did not keep Communist literature in that 
particular closet ? 

Mr. Freeptanp. That is correct. 

The CHarmMan. e you deny that you kept it anywhere else ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I didn’t say that I kept Communist literature. 

The Cuatrman. I said do you deny that you kept it? It has been 
sworn here that you did. 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, regarding your school, how long has it been 
in operation ? 

Mr. FrEEDLAND. Since July 1, 1949. 

The CuHarrMan. Can you give us a statement of the amount of money 
that you have received from veterans’ tuition, money from the Vet- 
erans’ Administration since 1949 ? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes, sir. May I read it? 

The Cuairman. If you have it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Freep.anp. I sent such a statement to your committee. 

The Cuamman. That is, that your school has received since July 1, 
1949, as tuition for veterans for whose training the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration was paying. Give us the total amount of it, please, sir. 

Mr. Freeptanp. The total amount of funds paid Radio Television 
Technical School by the Veterans’ Administration for training vet- 
erans under Public Law 346, 78th Congress, from July 1, 1949 to date, 
is $101,706.13 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Mr. Freepianp. The next is total amount of funds paid Radio Tele- 
vision Technical School by the Veterans’ Administration under Pub- 
lic Law 16, 78th Congress, since November 23, 1953, $4,052.31. 

The Craman. All right. 

Mr. Freepianp. Total amount of funds received from veterans in 
training under Public Law 505, 82d Congress, since September 8, 1952, 
$109,764.82. 

The Cuatrman. How much ? 

Mr. Freepianp. $109,764.82. 

The Cuairman. All right. And under the extension of Public Act 

6, what was that? 

Mr. Freepianp. That was the $4,000. 

The CHatrMan. $4,052.31? 

Mr. Freepianp. Yes. 

The CHarrman. What is the total? 

Mr.-FreepLanp. Approximately $215,000. 

The Cuarrman. How many veterans whose tuition is being paid by 
the Veterans’ Administration do you have in attendance at your school 
now, or enrolled in your school, at the present time ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I have no exact figures on that. I would have to 
give you my educated guess on this. It is approximately about 120. 

The Cuarrman. 120? 

Mr. Freepitanp. That is an approximation. 

The Cuatrrman. What is your total enrollment, approximately? 
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Mr. Freepianp. About 150, I would say. 

The Cuarmman. About 150? 

Mr. Freepianp. Then there are about—we have about 25—it ranges 
a little better than 25 percent nonveterans. 

The Cuatrrman. So more than 70 percent of them are veterans? 

Mr. Freepianp. About that. 

The CuHairMan. Has that ratio obtained pretty well since the school 
was organized, a considerably larger percent of your students being 
veterans ? 

Mr. Frerepianv. That is correct. 

The CHatrman. Do you know the total number of veterans that 
have attended your school ? 

Mr. Freep.anp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many? 

Mr. Freepianp. 596. 

The CHarrMan. From their attendance—— 

Mr. Freepianp. Since the beginning, that is. 

The Cuarrman. Since the beginning of the school, you have received 
in tuition for their attendance and instruction, $215,523.26, is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Freepianp. That is an approximation. I don’t have it added 
up here, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Then the major part, considerably major part of 
the school’s income, since its organization, since its establishment, has 
been from Veterans’ Administration sources, is that correct ? 

Mr. Freepianp. I would say that was true. 

The Cuatrman. And now you still feel that after that, you should 
not give us the information regarding your background and that the 
Government is not entitled to know it? 

Mr. Freepianp. I stand by my previous answer, sir. 

The Cuamman. Are there any other questions? 

If not, you may be excused for the present. 

Mr. Retry. Does that mean the witness is excused for the day or just 
for a moment, Mr: Chairman? 

The Carman. I will make an announcement in just a little while. 
I want to announce it as early as I can. 

I may say to counsel, we will be very glad to excuse Mr. Freedland 
for today, with the understanding that he will remain under the same 
subpena, and will agree to return at any time the committee might 
give him notice that further testimony is desired. 

Mr. Retry. He can leave the city and go home? 

The Cuarrman. He can leave the city and go home with his repre- 
sentations to the committee that if the committee requires him further 
in his hearing or in this proceeding, this investigation, that he will 
return upon reasonable notice from the committee. 

Mr. Ret. Sure, he wil be happy to make that statement. 

Mr. Freep.anp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, and you are excused for the 


day. 
All right, Mr. Rhodes, will ee be sworn, please, sir? 


You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate investigating subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 


Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 
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TESTIMONY OF LEO D. RHODES 


The CHarrman., State your name, your residence, and present occu- 
pation for the record, please. 

Mr. Ruopes. Leo D. Rhodes. I am an educator, and I live in Put- 
nam Valley, N. Y. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Rhodes, you have your attorney of your choice 
present with you? 

Mr. Ruopes. I do, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record ? 

Mr. Luxemsure. My name is Harold Luxemburg. I am an at- 
torney, and my office is in New York City. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Mr. Rhodes, you testified in executive session before the committee 
yesterday on matters pertaining to this inquiry, and you have been 
present in the hearing room today and have heard the statements made 
with respect to the purpose of this inquiry ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. You may proceeed. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think, Mr. Rhodes, you have a statement that you 
want to read that has been submitted to me this morning? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Just a moment. Under the rules of the committee, 
the statements have to be submitted to the committee 24 hours before 
the witness is to appear. In this instance, it is a very short statement, 
and you did submit it to the committee staff this morning. Do you 
wish to read it now ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. I would appreciate the opportunity, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Counsel spoke to me yesterday afternoon about it. 

The Cuarman. All right. The Chair likes to be fair to everyone, 
and I do not want to invoke the rule on one and not apply it to another 
who may be a witness. But the purpose of the rule is to acquaint the 
committee, and to give it an opportunity to know what to expect, and 
to know whether a statement in its language and in its import is a 
proper document for the committee to receive. That having been 
ascertained by the staff with respect to your statement, Mr. Rhodes, 
you may proceed to read it. 

Mr. Ruopes. Thank you. 

Several witnesses before the Senate Permanent Subcommittee on 
Investigations have referred to the Robert Louis Stevenson School. 
We request permission of the honorable chairman, Senator John L. 
McClellan, and the members of the committee, to make clear the fact 
that the present owners, of whom I am one, took possession of the 
school in June 1952, and immediately terminated the services of 23 
teachers who we had reason to believe were in anyway sympathetic 
to Communist organizations. Since that time, no such person has 
been in anyway associated with the Robert Louis Stevenson School. 
Neither I nor my partners, to the best of my knowledge, are now or 
have ever been members of the Communist Party, and we are the sole 
present owners and directors of the Robert Louis Stevenson School. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, Mr. Rhodes. 

I may say that yesterday after you testified in executive session, and 
gave the committee similar informaiton or the same information in 
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more detai] and responded to every question that was asked you on 
cross-examination, if we may say so, the committee, the chairman, 
particularly, complimented you on the course of action you had taken, 
and upon your cooperation, your willingness to come and give the 
representatives of the Government the facts pertaining to your school. 
I again compliment you publicly for doing so. 

I have just 2 or 3 other questions. ! 

This school has been reflected upon in testimony given, primarily 
to show that it is a link in circumstances that are pertinent to this 
inquiry, and the fact that the school at one time was infiltrated with 
Communists or Communist sympathizers tends to confirm the pattern 
of other testimony presented to the committee on these school opera- 
tions. You were identified with the school prior to the time that you 
purchased it in 1952; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. With respect to some of those persons, you men- 
tioned 23 teachers, that you dispensed with, promptly, after you be- 
came one of the owners of the school and were managing it, were some 
of them, to your personal knowledge, in that category of undesirables 
from the standpoint of their Communist philosophy or Communist 
membership ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You had knowledge of that at the time you pur- 
chased the school from your associations with them and observations 
of them in the past ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Over a period of how many years, Mr. Rhodes ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. Six years, I would say. 

The Crarrman. Six years. So immediately when you had the 
power to do it and became the owner, you cleaned up the school ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Correct. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions ? 

Senator Ervin. No; except, Mr. Chairman, I think I would like to 
make this observation. It is my understanding that the committee 
has no information indicating that there have been any persons of a 
subversive nature connected with this school since Mr. Rhodes took 
over and made this change in the staff there. I think it is being fair 
to the witness to make this statement. 

The Cuairman. One of the reasons, of course, that we have you here 
is because there was going to be reflection on the school, and out of 
deference to you, and not to do your school an injury that you did not 
deserve, certainly, now, we wanted to have your testimony in public. 

Are there any questions ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you give us in a couple of sentences something 
about the school? I do not think we have anything in the record on 
the school. 

Mr. Ruopes. Thank you. This is a high school, essentially for vet- 
erans, in which veterans do accelerated work, do the 4 years of high 
school in about a year and a half, and we have approximately 800 
veterans now attending the school. 

Mr. Kennepy. First, Mr. Rhodes, the former owner of the school, 
Dr. Annette Rubinstein, is your sister, is that correct ? 

Mr. Ruopes. That is correct. 
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Mr. Kennepy. During the time that she was the owner of the school 
up until the time that you purchased the school, how many veterans, 
approximately, attended the school ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. Approximately 4,000, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you and your colleagues purchased the school 
in 1952, you purchased it outright; is that correct 

Mr. Ruopes. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is no arrangement whereby she receives any of 
the income since you have taken over the school ? 

Mr. Ruopes. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was an outright purchase ? 

Mr. Ruopes. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And she receives no income from the school at this 
time ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. None whatsoever. 

The CHatrmMan. She has no control or management or authority 
over it! 

Mr. Ruopes. None whotsoever. 

The CHarman. Are there any questions? 

If not, thank you very much. You are excused. 

That concludes the hearing for today. 

I wish to inquire of Mr. Silas Rhodes and Mr. Hogarth, gentlemen, 
if you will come forward for a moment. 

The Chair will announce that the hearings are going to be recessed 
because of other committee duties tomorrow. We cannot continue 
hearings over until tomorrow. They will have to be continued over 
until sometime next week, and the Chair will announce that later as 
soon as the day is determined. 

Gentlemen, if you will agree that the Chair can place you under the 
same subpena you are under now, if you will agree to return at any 
time during the course of this investigation that the committee may 
require further testimony from you, with that understanding, the 
committee will give you reasonable notice and you can come again, if 
your further testimony should be required. 

Is that satisfactory ¢ 

Mr. Hoearrn. Yes. 

Mr. Sizas Ruopes. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

Mr. Avrrsacu. I only request that within the limitations of practi- 
cability you give us as much time as possible. 

The Cuarrman. We will undertake to do that. I do not want to 
impose any unnecessary hardship upon anyone. We will certainly 
undertake to do that. ‘Thank you very much. 

This hearing is recessed until such time as the Chair may call 
another session for a continuation of this inquiry. 

(Present at the taking of the recess were: The chairman and 
Senator Ervin.) 

(Whereupon, at 4:35 p. m., the hearing was recessed, subject to 


the call of the Chair.) 
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